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Current Topics. 


THE sUPPLEMENTAL charter of the Law Society has been 
granted, and is dated the 4th of June, 1903. It provides that 
the society, the proper title of which was previously ‘The 
Society of Attorneys, Solicitors, Proctors, and others not bei 
Barristers, practising in the Courts of Law and Equity of the 
United Kingdom,” shall henceforth be called by the name and 
style of ‘“‘The Law Society.” It also enlarges the qualification 
for an extraordinary member of the Council. Under the society’s 
charter of 1872 the only ms qualified for election as extra- 
ordinary members were Presidents of Provincial Law Societies. 
Under the new charter any member of a Provincial Law Society, 
who is also a member of the Law Society, is eligible for election 
as an extraordinary member of the Council, provided he receives 
the nomination of his own law society. e charter also pro- 
vides for extraordinary members remaining in office for a period 
not exceeding three years, and it renders them eligible ap re- 
election, so that, except as regards the presidency and vice- 
presidency, the position of extraordinary members of the Council 
will be practically the same under the new charter as that of the 
ordinary members. 





THE ABOVE announcement will be received with much pleasure 
by solicitors. For the future the singularly awkward ordi 
designation of “The Incorporated Law iety, U.K.” will 
cease, and a shorter title, aptly expressing the supremacy of the 
society, will be substituted. A more important matter is the 
change which has been made by the new charter in. the position 
of extraordinary members of the Council, both as regards quali- 
fication and tenure of office. Hitherto these members have 
of little service, but it may be hoped that under the new 
regulations, which place them in most on the same 
footing as the a. members, there be an effective 
representation on the Council of the provincial law societies. 
The advantage of such a representation can hardly be overrated. 





Tue pxotsion of the House of Lords on the 11th of May in 
Gordon v. London City and Midland Bank and Gordon v. } 
and Counties Bank (on which we commented ante p. 508), holdi 
that the banks did not receive certain crosfed cheques “ for their 
customer” within the meaning of section 82. of the Bills of 
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Exchange Act, 1882, and were not protected by that section, 
and affirming the decision of the Court of Appeal (1902, 1 K. B. 
242), has caused much dissatisfaction among the leading bankers 
of London, and we understand that they have resolved to take 
steps to have a Bill introduced into Parliament this session for 
the amendment of the law. It would appear, however, that there 
is little or no prospect of any such measure becoming law this 
year. 





Tue FRencu newspapers give a short report of a case before 
the Second Chamber of the Tribunal of the Seine, upon appeal 
from a judgment of the Tribunal of Commerce, which they say 
was only remarkable for giving M. Watpxrckx-Rovsszau the 
opportunity of returning as an advocate to the Palace of 
Justice, where he had not been seen for four years. During 
three of these four years M. Watprcx-Rovsszau had been 
Prime Minister, and his ministry had held its ground with more 
vigour and success than any other since the inauguration of the 
French Republic. In these circumstances it may appear strange 
that the successful minister should, without any political 
pressure, resign his office and return to the practice of his pro- 
fession. It would certainly appear that he considers the 
career which he has resumed as honourable as that which he 
has relinquished. It has been stated that if Wmi114m Pirr had 
been dismissed from office as Prime Minister, he would hardly 
have carried out with him a sum sufficient to furnish the set of 
chambers in which, as he cheerfully declared, he meant to 
resume the practice of the law. But although other English 
Prime Ministers have belonged to the legal profession, we can 
recollect no instance in which any such minister on his retire- 
ment from office has resumed practice at the bar. When Mr. 
AsaquiTH, who had filled the office of Home Secretary, decided, 
after he had resigned his office, to resume practice, the course 
which he took aroused some criticism, which shews, at any rate, 
that he had not followed the example of anyone who had in 
recent times preceded him in office. 





Two RECENT cases of considerable interest to criminal lawyers 
are reported from the United States. In the first of these it 
was proved that the prisoner, with the intention of killing the 
prosecutor, had fired through a bedroom at the bed upon which 
he supposed the prosecutor to be sleeping. As a matter of fact, 
, the bed was unoccupied, and the intended victim was in another 
part of the house. It was held, however, that the prisoner was 
rightly convicted of attempted murder. A few years ago this de- 
* cision would not have been in accordance with the law as accepted 
on this side of the Atlantic. In Reg. v. Collins (12 W. R. 886), 
it was held that where the prisoner had put his hand into the 
pocket of another man with the intention of stealing whatever 
might be in it, and the pocket was in fact empty, the prisoner 
could not be convicted of an attempt tosteal. This case, however 
was disapproved of by the Court for Crown Cases Reserved in 
Reg. v. Brown (38 W. R. 95, 24Q. B. D. 357), and later, 
when the same point as to attempted larceny was directly 
raised for the opinion of that court, in Reg. v. Ring 
(17 Cox C. C, 491), it was specifically laid down that a 
person may be convicted of attempted larceny from an empty 
pocket. In such a case the accused person has done every- 
thing which in him lies to accomplish his felonious act, and 
it is only because of the absence of the thing upon which 
the act is to be done that he fails in his object. In the 
recent case, similarly, the prisoner had done everything in 
his power to murder the prosecutor; he supposed him to be 
in the bed and sent bullets through the bed; and he would 
probably have succeeded in the murder which he contem- 
plated but for the absence of the intended victim. In prin- 
ciple, vherefore, these two cases of attempted murder and of 
attempted larceny seem to be similar; and there can be little 
doubt that our courts would have decided the case in the same 
way as the American court has done. 





THE sEconD case related to the larceny of animals fere nature. 
The prosecutor had set a net in Lake Erie for the capture of fish. 
The net formed a sort of chamber in the water, entered by a 








funnel-shaped opening. Fish which entered by this openj 
very seldom found their way out again, but occasionally, if g 
sudden and severe storm came on, the fish did escape. The ng 
was periodically visited by its owner, and the captured fish wor 
removed. Anticipating one of these visits, the prisonér wrougfully 
cleared the net of its contents, and subsequently was prosecuted 
and convicted for larceny of the fish. It was held that he wag 
rightly convicted. Now, of course the general rule is that at 
common law a person cannot be convicted of larceny of a wild 
animal. There are, however, many well-established exceptions t 
this, and one is that if the wild creature is of a species fit for 
food, and if it is captured and possessed for the purpose of bej 
used for food, it becomes the subject of larceny. It was 

for the defence in the case that there had been so such reduetign 
into possession of the fish by the prosecutor as to give him 
property in the fish, and make them the subject of larceny. The 
court, however, was of opinion—and rightly so in our view— 
that the fish being in the net of the prosecutor, and being 
extremely unlikely to escape, the prosecutor had sufficiently 
captured and reduced them into possession to constitute the 
fish his chattels. It was immaterial that there was still a change 
that the fish might escape before the prosecutor got them inty 
his boat. There does not appear to be any English decision 
exactly parallel, but some of the old text-books use the very 
example of fish in a net to illustrate a case in which larceny of 
wild creatures may be committed. 








THERE HAVE been during the past week two remarkable 
judicial expositions of the duties of counsel, one of them bei 
perhaps the most singular dictum ever uttered by any judge m 
the subject. A King’s Counsel having very properly, but rather 
late in the day, called the attention of Mr. Justice Granruam tp 
a passage in his summing up in a case tried at the Central 
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Criminal Court before the Whitsun Vacation, in which he com 

charged the counsel with ‘raising false issues and misrepresent- whic 
ing absolutely the effect of evidence given in the Divorce Court,” char; 
the learned judge, after a somewhat lengthy explanation, not t 
remarked that he did not, by the term “ false issues,” intend to not 
accuse the counsel of falsehood, adding “‘it is the habit of sectic 
counsel to draw red herrings across the track in the interests of a cou 
their clients” ; and he is reported to have subsequently said that, trans 
in the sense in which he used the term, ‘counsel are paid to holde 
raise false issues before the jury.” On the very same day the trans 
Court of Appeal was occupied in administering a severe be 
‘‘ wigging ”’ to a counsel who, in the course of a trial, had intro- 6 | 
duced irrelevant matters. ‘There was an element,” said the will 

Master of the Rolls, ‘‘ which he was sorry to say had been ia- princi 
troduced into the case which ought not to have been introduced shall 
into it, and he was unable to appraise how far it had affected proce 
the verdict of the jury. The element to which he trans! 
referred consisted of certain observations made by the leading trans! 
counsel for the plaintiff in opening the case to the jury. 

Counsel were entrusted with a very wide, and, therefore, 4 TH 
very delicate, discretion in opening a case to a jury. It was Dv. 
impossible to fetter their discretion by any hard and fast line, court 
as the facts of the case were not, at that stage of the proceed- li 


EF 


ings, known to the judge or the jury; and therefore it must be 


left to the discretion of counsel to decide as to what facts they Eccles 
would open tothe jury. It was different when the evidence i can 
came to be taken, for then the judge could rule. There must that i 
be a large discretion in opening facts; and he (the Master of Acts 

the Rolls) was glad to say that it was a discretion which could @ . tanno 
always be safely entrusted to the honour of the bar; but it was than y 
a discretion the wrong use of which might lead to serious conse: factor 
quences.” He subsequently referred to certain statements made decen: 
by counsel as to irrelevant matters, whiefi, he said, counsel “! Marri: 
no right to make unless he was in a position, and had mater tion o 
to prove them.” It may be hoped that this’ dictum of the high there 

court may prove a corrective to the observations of the judge of affect 
the King’s Bench Division. It would be strange if the rule % withor 
which is so rigorously acted on in the Chancery Division, thatno the w} 






attempt must be made to mislead the court as to matters of fact, 
or to introduce such matters when irrelevant to the 1ssué, 
should be inapplicable to jury cases in another division of 
High Court, 
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Tux case of Maynard v. The Consolidated Kent Collieries Cor- 
ion, recently decided by the Court of Appeal, involved a 
uestion of some novelty in the law of companies. The action 
was brought by the plaintiff against the defendants for refusing 
to register a transfer of shares in his favour by one TvuckEr. 
Tucker had become the registered holder of 1,300 shares in the 
defendant company of the nominal value of £1 each, on which 
Ifs. 7d. was credited as paid. Tucker being under certain 
liabilities to the company for interest on unpaid calls, arranged 
tp sell his shares to the pear. They both attended at the 
gfice of the company. The plaintiff inquired how much still 
remained unpaid on the shares, payment of which would make 
them fully paid, and was told that £158 8s. 3d. still remained 
due. He was also told of the claim for arrears and interest. A 
controversy arose as to the rate of interest, and the plaintiff was 
informed that, although the transfer might go forward for the 
moment, the matter must come before the board before the 
transfer could be registered. Before the time came for 
taking the opinion of the board it was discovered by the 
secretary of the company that the statement in the transfer 
that the shares were sold at 21s. 5d. a share was inaccurate, and 
the company refused to register the transfer. The defendant 
company, upon the trial of the action, justified their refusal to 
“od the transfer by reason of their lien for the debts and 
liabilities of Tucker, and in consequence of the consideration 
for the transfer not being truly stated and the transfer not 
being properly stamped. The consideration stated on the face 
ofthe transfer was the amount unpaid on the shares, but the 
secretary was of opinion that there had been other payments 
than that stated on the face of the transfer, and, therefore, that 
the transfer was invalid. By section 22 of the Companies Act, 
1862, shares are capable of being transferred in manner pro- 
vided by the regulations of the company. The articles of 
association in the present case provided in terms for the regis- 
tration of the instrument of transfer. The argument of the 
wmpany was founded on section 17 of the Stamp Act, 1891, by 
which any person whose office it is to register any instrument 
chargeable with duty is liable to a penalty for registering it 
not being duly stamped. The court held that, since a transfer 
not duly stamped according to law would not, by reason of 
section 14, sub-section 4, of the Stamp Act, 1891, be available in 
acourt of law to enforce rights of the company against the 
transferee or to justify an alteration of the register of share- 
holders, the directors were entitled to refuse to register the 
transfer, and that in the circumstances they were at liberty to 
behind that which or on the face of the document. 

@ point was apparently bare of authority, but the decision 
will command general approval as being founded on the 
pay that the company are entitled to insist that the transfer 
thall be in such a form that it can be put in evidence in any 
proceeding connected with the removal of the name of the 
semi from the register and the substitution of that of the 

eree. 





Tux pecrston of Sir F. Jzeunz some weeks ago in the case of 
D.v. D. was an important extension of the jurisdiction of the 
court to hear matrimonial causes in private. The practice of the 
English courts on this subject is not well defined. It has been 

down that all cases which could have come before the old 
Keclesiastical Courts and might have been heard by those courts 
% camerd, the court has power to investigate in private, but 
that in cases of dissolution of marriage which arise under the 
which constitute the court this course of investigation 


_tannot be pursued, and the court has no power to sit otherwise 


than with open doors. This ruling cannot be regarded as satis- 
ry, for cases in which the evidence is offensive to public 

cy are quite as likely to arise in suits for dissolution of 
Marriage as in cases which were formerly within the jurisdic- 
tion of the Ecclesiastical Courts. In the Court of Chancery 
has been more elasticity in the practice. Cases which 
affect lunatics or wards of court are heard in private, even 
Without the consent of the parties, and also cases where 
the whole object of the suit would be defeated if the hearing 
Were in public. It is well known that foreign courts 
May order that the hearing of a case shall be with closed doors, 
ever they think, upon due deliberation, that a public 





inquiry would lead to grave inconvenience. In D. v. D., the 
learned President, without discussing the previous decisions, 
held that the court had power in suits for dissolution to hear the 
evidence in camerd, if justice could not properly be done by 
hearing the suit in public. There wereserious obstacles in the 
way of a proper investigation of certain cases before a mixed 
audience of men and women, and the court in such cases had an 
inherent jurisdiction to order them to be heard in private. 
Public opinion has undergone much change since the period, 
some thirty years ago, when Parliament disallowed a clause 
allowing matrimonial causes to be heard in private, and we may 
now expect that a practice will grow up which may render any 
recourse to the Legislature unnecessary. 





Tx Decision of the Divisional Court (Lord Atversrong, O.J., 
and Wits and Cuannewu, JJ.) in Bankes v. Jervis (51 W. R. 
412; 1902, 1 K. B. 549) shews that a trustee suing on behalf of 
his cestui que trust cannot be in a better position than his cestus 
que trust would occupy if it were the latter who was suing, and 
hence his claim can be met by any set-off or counterclaim which 
could have been pleaded against the cestui que trust. The polic 
of the Judicature Acts is to enable equitable defences of 
kinds to be pleaded in any action. ‘Thus section 24 of the 
Judicature Act, 1873, by sub-section 2, enacts that if any defend- 
ant alleges any ground of equitable defence to any claim of 
the plaintiff, the same effect is to be given to it in 
the High Court as would formerly have been given to it 
in a suit in Chancery; and, by sub-section 3, that the High 
Court shall have power to grant to any defendant in t of 
any equitable estate or right or other matter of equity all such 
relief against any plaintiff as the defendant shall have properly 
claimed by his pleading, and as the High Court might have 
granted in an original suit by the defendant against the plaintiff. 
Thus, both by way of defence and by way of counterclaim, a 
defendant is to be entitled to take advantage of any equitable 
right or claim he may have against the plaintiff. These 
provisions seem fully to cover the case of a claim by the 
defendant against a cestui gue trust on whose behalf the plaintiff 
in suing. Anything which the plaintiff recovers is to be 
handed over to the cestui que trust, and if there is a counter- 
claim against the latter, it should be possible to enforce it in the 
action, and not leave the defendant to his remedy by separate 

roceedings against the cestut que trust. The counterclaim is 
ounded on a demand which in equity can be set up against the 
trustee, and hence under the Judicature Acts it can be enforced 
by way of defence or counterclaim in the trustee’s action. Hence 
where a trustee sued for a debt of £100, and there was a cross- 
demand for £51 12s. 6d. against the cestud gue trust, which could 
have been set up in an action by the latter, it was held that it 
could be set up also in the trustee’s action. 





A very important decision with regard to the practice upon 
motions for attachment has been given by Byryeg, J., in Carter 
v. Roberts (51 W. R. 520). By R.8.C. ord. 52, r, 4, it is 
provided that every notice of motion for attachment shall state 
in general terms the ground of the application, and, where the 
motion is founded on evidence, a copy of any affidavit intended 
to -be used shall be served with the notice of motion. This 
provision, like all other rules relating to the procedure upon 
applications for attachment, must be strictly complied with, for at 
the present time irregularities in matters relating to the liberty of 
the subject are held to be fatal, and a practitioner who has 
charge of such an application must take anxious care to 
observe the rules minutely. Suppose, then, that an affidavit 
which is to be served with the notice of motion has exhibits, 
must a copy of these also be served in order to secure compliance 
with the rule? -In other words, are exhibits part of an 
affidavit ? In Rosenbaum v. Belson iby Sorrcrrors’ Journat, 576) 
it seems to have been held by Byrys, J.,_ that 
the defendant was entitled to have copies, but upon 
full consideration of the matter, the same learned 
judge has now held that the exhibits are not, for the p of 
ord. 52, r. 4, to be treated as necessarily parts of the affidavit, 
and that whether copies should be served or not depends upon 
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the special circumstances of the case. The object of the 
rules is to secure that the defendant shall have fair notice, 
not merely of the grounds on which the notice is made, 
but also of the evidence on which it is founded, and 
a copy of the exhibits should be furnished if this is 
really necessary to enable him to understand the evidence. 
But the exhibit as such does not rank as part of the affidavit for 
all the purposes of the rules—it is not filed, for instance, with the 
affidavit under ord. 38, r. 10—though every person who has a 
right to inspect the affidavit has a right to inspect the exhibits 
also: Re Hinchcliffe (48 W. R. 82; 1895, 1 Ch. 117). 





A corRESPONDENT of the Pall Mali Gazette writes that “the 
whole question of motor cars and their management will soon 
be settled by a tribunal higher than Parliament, higher even 
than the House of Commons, and that is by the force of public 
opinion, by the feeling of the country and its electorate, and by 

e mighty will of a justice-loving people.” We hardly think 
that a dissolution of Parliament will, either soon or late, 
take place on the question of motor cars, but there is no doubt 
that since 1896, when the Locomotives on Highways Act was 
passed and the Local Government Orders thereunder (see Smith 
v. Boon, 49 W. R. 480) were made as to speed, to have effect 
only for six months from their date, and thereafter until the 
Local Government Board should direct (see article 4 of the 
regulation), motor traffic has advanced with enormous strides, 
and some further and more specific legislation than that of the 
the Act of 1896 and the regulations would seem to be desirable. 
Until that legislation takes place, it is important to bear in mind 
that by section 1 (1) (4) of the Act of 1896 a motor, or as it is 
called by Parliament ‘‘a light locomotive,” is a ‘‘ carriage” 
within the meaning of any Act of Parliament whatever, and 
that the 78th section of the Highways Act, 1835 (5 & 6 Will. 4, 
c. 50), contains along string of enactments against driving 
furiously, driving on the wrong side of the road, endangering 
= safety, and other offences which are, it is to be feared, 

too often committed by motorists. 








The Right to Fixtures as Affected 
by the Covenant to Yield Up. 


Tne recent decision of Krexewion, J., in Lambourn v. McLellan 
(ante, p. 582; 1903, 1 Ch. 806) calls attention to the effect which 
the covenant in a lease to yield up the premises at the end of 
the term may have upon the ordinary right of a tenant to 
remove trade or other fixtures. That the covenant may operate 
80 as to deprive the tenant of the relaxations in the strict rules 
of law which have been gradually secured is of course well 
known, and it is a point which the draftsman in settling a lease 
on behalf of the lessee always bears in mind, but unfortunately 
lessees do not always procure such assistance, and they un- 
wittingly accept a clause which may have a very prejudicial 
effect at the end of the term. 

The principle upon which the cases proceed is clear and 
apparently inevitable. In the absence of express agreement, 
the law secures to the tenant the right to remove certain fixtures, 
but the law is not absolute; it can be overridden by the agree- 
ment of the parties, and if the tenant has stipulated that he will 
yield up the fixtures in question, he has abandoned, however 
unintentionally, the benefits of the ordinary law. It would hardly 
be possible to enact that no interference with the ordinary law 
by express contract should be allowed in the case of fixtures, 
and at any rate no such enactment has been made. Hence 
the utmost that the courts can do in the interest of 
the tenant is to require that the reversal of the ordinary 
law should be clearly expressed. ‘A lease ought not,” 
said Tunwzn, L.J., in Duke of Beaufort v. Bates (3 D. ¥.& J., p. 
390), “‘to be construed so as to take away the ordinary legal 
right of a tenant to remove trade chattels unless such an inten- 
tion is clearly expressed.” 

The strongest case which illustrates this leaning against giving 
to the covenant any greater operation than is strictly necessary is 
Bishop v. Elliott (11 Ex. 113), There a lease of an unfinished 





house contained a covenant by the lessee that at the expiration of’ 


the term he would deliver up the demised premises, ‘‘ together 
with all locks, keys, bars, bolts, marble and other chimney. 
pieces, footpaces, slabs, and other fixtures and articles in the nature 
of fixtures which shall at any time during the said term be fixed 
or fastened to the said demised premises or be thereto belonging,” 
The lessee finished the house and fitted it up as a public-house, 
for that purpose putting into it certain fixtures of the description 
known as trade and tenant’s fixtures. Subsequently the question 
arose whether the covenant forbade the removal of these fixtures, 
and it was held that it did not, but this was only by putting 
limited construction on the words “‘ other fixtures and articles in 
the nature of fixtures.” Taken by themselves of course, they 
were wide enough to cover fixtures of all kinds, whether remoy- 
able by the tenant under the ordinary law or not, and had they 
occurred alone, a corresponding construction must apparently 
have been given to them. But the court saw in the list 
of articles specifically enumerated only articles of the 
kind known as landlord’s fixtures, and by the applica 
tion of the rule of ejusdem generis, it was considered that 
the general words might be limited to fixtures of the same kind. 
A difficulty was caused by the inclusion of “ chimney-pieces” 
in the list, for ornamental chimney-pieces, at any rate, are 
tenant’s fixtures, and therefore removable. But the anxiety of 
the court to assist the lessee was shewn by restricting the term to 
chimney-pieces other than ornamental—that is, to such as are 
landlord’s fixtures. The result was to deprive the covenant of 
any effect in varying the ordinary common law rule. “It may 
be,” said Coturinag, J., “‘ that, by so construing the eovenant, we 
reduce its operation to that merely which the general rule of 
law would have given the landlord without it. But this is a 
argument of little weight. No modern lease probably will be 
found which does not contain covenants merely to secure rigtt 
subsisting at common law, but perhaps more: easily enforced by 
the help of an express contract.’ 

The above benevolent construction depends upon there being 
an enumeration of specific articles in the covenant, and upon the 
circumstance that the whole of these sam be brought within the’ 
category of landlord’s fixtures. But it was the delight of the old 
draftsmen to spin out the covenant with an enumeration of 
possible accessories to a house, and the pleasure of the Fags 
was increased by ingenious attempts at alliteration, so that the 
lessee found himself bound to deliver up “‘ pumps, pipes, posts, 
pales,” and many other things. This mistaken ingenuity 
rendered it very difficult for the court to intervene in the interest 
of the lessee, and in Wilson v. Whateley (1 J. & H. 436), where 
the covenant, after an enumeration of aziicles too long for 


quotation, ended with ‘‘and other additions, improvements, 
fixtures, and things which now are or which at any time’ 


during the said term hereby granted shall be fixed 


to the demised premises,” Woop, V.C., was unable to restrict: 


these general words to landlord’s fixtures. ‘‘ When you come’ 
to look into the list of articles mentioned in the covenant, it is’ 
very difficult to say to what common genus they belong. They 
include both landlord’s fixtures and tenant’s fixtures.” So agail 
in Bidder v. Trinidad Petroleum Co.(17 W. R. 153) the covenant 
was held to deprive the lessee of his ordinary right to remove 
trade fixtures. It required him to yield up a long list of articles, 
concluding ‘‘ pumps, pipes, cisterns, and other things which 
now are or at any time during the said term shall be 
fixed or fastened to the freehold of the said premises or 
belong thereto.”” The premises had been fitted up for the pur 
pose of refining oil, and it was held that the covenant extended to 
cisterns and other trade fixtures which had been affixed for this 
purpose, and which it was admitted cou!d have been removed 
by the lessee unless he had contracted himself out of his rights. 
In the present case of Lambourn v. McLellun (supra) there was 
again an enumeration in the covenant of a great variety of 
things, including the inevitable pipes, pumps, posts, and p 
and concluding “ all other erections, buildings, improvements, 
fixtures, and things which now are or at any time during the 
said term shall be fixed, fastened, or belong to the demised 
premises.” The premises were let for the purpose of a boot 
manufactory, and there was a covenant that no other trade 
should be carried on without the consent of the lessor. Certaim 
trade fixtures were attached to the. premises for the purpose of 
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the business, and upon the bankruptcy of the lessee his trustee 
daimed to be entitled to sell them. But the wealth of language 
with which the draftsman had elaborated the covenant made it 
dificult to restrict the concluding geveral words so as to justify 
fhotrustee’s claim. ‘‘ We have,” said Kexewion, J., “‘ fixtures 
wd things,’ and there are so many things specified, and coming 
wider different clasees, that it seems to me impossible to say 
that this covenant can be construed so as to restrict it to things 
asdem generis with those specified, and therefore to exclude 
machinery because it is not included under some other words. 
The result is that we have here acovenant which includes every- 
thingin respect of which it can be predicated that it is fixed 
yoording to the terms of the lease.” In the learned judge’s 
opinion the case was within Bidder v. Trinidad Petroleum Co. 
nther than Bishop v. Elliott, and the contention of the lessor 

iled. It isobvious that care should be taken in all such 
wvenants expressly to exclude tenant’s fixtures, unless for some 
gecial reason these are to become the landlord’s property. 








Forfeiture of Shares. 


Two decisions have been given recently upon the effect of for- 
fitare of shares for non-payment of calls, one—Larkworthy’s 
oe (1903, 1 Ch. 711)—with respect to the effect of the forfeiture 
integard to the old member, and the other—Randt Gold Mining 
(0. v. New Balkis Ersteling Co. (51 W. R. 391)—with respect to 
theliability of the purchaser of the forfeited shares. The course of 
proceedings upon a forfeiture is well known. If a call is not 
paid upon the due date the directors may serve upon the member 
in default a notice to pay on a further date, with a statement 
that in the event of non-payment the shares will be 
forfeited. If the notice is not complied with, the directors 
may then by resolution forfeit the shares and may sell them 
forthe benefit of the company, but this does not release the 
frmer holder from his liability to pay the calls in arrear. On 
te other hand, the sale by the directors confers on the purchaser 
i good title to the shares, and he can with safety pay the 
purchase-money to the company. 

In Larkworthy’s case (supra) the contention was raised that, 
ifter forfeiture of the shares, the company were entitled to annul 
the forfeiture and restore the member against whom it had been 
declared to his former position. ‘The question arose in the 

idation of the Exchange Trust (Limited). Larxwortuy 
250 £1 shares. In consequence of his neglect to pay a call 

if 5s. a share, and to comply with a forfeiture notice, a 
meolution was passed forfeiting the shares. Subsequently 
larxwortuy paid the amount of the call, and at the same time, 
umely, September, 1901, he wrote repudiating any further 
lisbility on the shares. The articles of association provided that the 
directors might at any time before forfeited shares had been sold 
otherwise disposed of annul the forfeiture upon such con- 
ditions as they thought fit, and in June, 1902, the directors, 
porting to act under the power, rescinded the resolution for 
iture and restored Larxwortuy’s name to the register in 
mspect of the forfeited shares. Notice was given to Larx- 
vortHY, who, in reply, repudiated this reinstatement of his 
ume. In A 1902, the company went into voluntary 
liquidation, and the liquidator placed LarxworTHy on 
the list of contributories in respect of the shares. 
Booxtzy, J., held, however, that the effect of the forfei- 
tire had been to dissolve entirely the contract between 
orTHY and the company, and that he could not be rein- 

tated in the company against his will. The only possible 
toubt arose by reason of the express power to annul a forfeiture, 
but this must obviously refer to an annulment by arrangement 
withthe shareholder. After the company have formally severed 
connection with him they cannot go back upon what they 
done and treat the forfeiture as of no effect. ‘ If,” said 
EY, J., “after a forfeiture the shareholder is minded to 
“me to a new contract with the company, retaking the shares 
vhich have been taken from him by forfeiture, the company 
fives to its directors power so to contract with him.” But this 
8 entirely upon the supposition of an arrangement 

the company and the shareholder. Otherwise, a 
mpany on the eve of winding up might restore to the register 


2 





the names of any shareholders whose shares had been forfeited 
and not di of. 

The case of Randt Gold Mining Co. v. New Balkis Ersteling Co. 
(supra) raised a point of greater difficulty, but one which was 
readily solved by reference to the general principles of the 
Companies Acts. The shares in the plaintiff company were of 
the nominal value of 5s, Of this amount 3s. 4d. had been paid, 
and a call was made of the remaining 1s. 8d. A number 
of shares were forfeited for non-payment of the and were 
sold to the defendant company. The certificate issued to the 
purchasers stated that 3s. 4d. had been paid ; that the remaining 
Is, 8d. had been called up and was payable by the former 
holders, and that the defendant company was ‘‘to be deemed 
the holder of the said shares discharged from all calls due 
prior to the date” of the certificate. Subsequently the 
plaintiff company made a fresh call of 1s. 8d. per share, 
‘and the defendant company claimed that the certificate 
exempted them from any further liability in respect of the 
shares.  Primd facie this ap to be the case, but the 
certificate could not put the defendant company in a better 
position than that allowed by the Companies Acts, and before 
exemption could be successfully claimed, it had to be shewn 
that the full nominal amount of the shares had been in fact 
paid to the plaintiff company. Every holder of a share knows 
that he is liable until the full amount of it has been paid or 
satisfied. And this result is reconciled with the language of 
the certificate, which followed that of art. 22 in Table A 
by distinguishing between the two calls of Is. 8d. The 
purchaser of the forfeited shares is relieved from all liability 
in respect of the former call, but he takes the shares with 
so much in fact unpaid upon them, and he is liable to any 
new call which may be made in respect of this amount. 
Whether payment by the old shareholder would cancel this 
liability was not decided, but at any rate, in the absence of 
such ent, the purchaser is liable for the unpaid balance 
when duly called up. 








Reviews. 


Books Received. 


Coronation of King Edward VII.: The Court of Claims. Cases and 
Evidence, containing a Full Report of all the Cases Argued before 
the Court, with the Petitions and Judgments; also an Introductory 
Chapter on the Court of Claims, a Chapter on Evidence and Proce- 
dure, a Complete Tabular List of all the Claims Existing on the 
Coronation Rolls, a Chapter on the Lord Great Chamberlain Case 
before the Committee for Privileges of the House of Lords, and other 
Matters. By G. Woops Wo..aston, M.A., LL.M., Barrister-at- 
Law. Harrison & Sons. 


The Law of Settlement and Removal. With a Collection of 
Statutes. First, Second, and Third Editions. By Jonn F. Symonps, 
Solicitor. Fourth Edition. By JosHvua ScHOLEFIELD, Barrister-at- 
Law, and Gerarp R. Hit, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth 
& Co.; Shaw & Sons. 








It is stated that Mrs. Stern and Mrs. — daughters of the late Sir 
George Jessel, have offered to present to the University of London a sum 
of £2,000 for the establishment, in memory of their father, of a schoiarship 
in law or higher mathematics, to be held at University College. 


Another step, says the Globe, has been taken towards the creation of a 
School of Law in London. The special committee appointed by the four Inns 
of Court to consider the Attorney-General’s project have, it is announced, 
reported in favour of it. They recommend that the funds available from 
the sale of New-inn and Clifford’s-inn should be supplemented by annual 
contributions from the Inns of Court, and that the governing body should 
consist of twenty-eight members, including four to be appointed by each 
of the four Inns and four by the Law Society. 

Mr, Justice Wright, who lately described the long detention of untried 
prisoners as “an outrage and a disgrace to the country,’’ is, says the 
Globe, continuing his crusade against the evil. In connection with a 

risoner at Norwich, who had been in prison more than two months before 

e was brought to trial, he condemned in strong terms the refusal of 
magistrates to grant bail. Is it quite fair to throw the blame on the 
magistrates ? ere are a large number of cases in which it is impos- 
sible to grant bail, and the circuit system, with its longand irregular inter- 
vals between the assizes, is alone responsible for the long detention of the 
accused persons in these cases. 
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Correspondence. 


The Land Registry. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.]} 


Sir,—The working of the system of Land Registration is at present 
a matter of so much public importance that the enclosed correspondence 
may interest some of your readers. 

The gist of it is that (1) a notice given by one person on his own 
account may be registered as a notice given by someone else, and (2) 
that a notice of deposit of certificate, which by rule 200 is to operate 
as the lodgment of a caution, differs from a caution in that it will not 
be withdrawn from the register merely on the notice givers being 
warned and not objecting (see Act of 1875, s. 54, and r. 191), and (3) 
the statement on p. 100 of Mr. Brickdale’s book on the Land Transfer 
Act that ‘“‘the notice can be removed on the application of the 
mortgagor or mortgagee with production of the certificate” is 
inaccurate. 

A short preliminary statement of facts seems necessary. 

In 1893 I arranged to lend £700 to a small builder, A., whom I 
knew well and had confidence in, on security of building land 
registered with an absolute title—notin London. To gain experience 
of the practical working of land registration and to save him expense, 
I determined to act for myself as mortgagee. The land had been 
bought by the builder and his brother together and was registered in 
their joint names. First it was necessary to register a partition, under 
which the builder took two plots, x. and y. 

This took some time, and before it was completed, I had arranged 
to transfer so much of my loan as could be prudently taken by them 
to Messrs. X., Y., and Z., who were trustees of a settlement. A 
charge of £500 on both titles, x. and y. was therefore given by A. to 
them direct, and was presented for registration and the charge certifi- 
cates were issued by the office and handed to them with the two land 
certificates, and A. gave me a registered charge for £200, which, to 
save expense to him, I took on title x. only. 

In 1899 I lent A. £400 more on the two properties, and to save him 
expense I did not register the further charge, as the money was my 
own and not trust money. I knew my man and considered I should 
be ee protected by the notice of deposit, a copy of which is 

I should add that the notice was settled in the registry in consulta- 
tion with an official, and no hint was given me that it would be taken 
as a notice given otherwise than by me and on my own account. 
If that had been suggested, I should not have given it as I set little 
store by it, and it was not worth troubling the first mortgagees about 
the matter. I was acting solely on my own behalf as mortgagee, and 
neither then nor at any other time had I acted at the registry for X., 
Y., and Z., unless it could be said that the fact that in 1893 I ten- 
dered for registration in their names the charge for the part of my 
loan which I had transferred to them, constituted me their agent in 
that instance. 

At the beginning of this year A. repaid all the loans. The first 
mortgagees executed a release of their charge and put me in posses- 
sion of the land certificate, which I handed to the Land Registry with 
@ release of my registered charge and an application to withdraw the 
notice of deposit. 

Pi these explanations I think the correspondence will speak for 
itself. 

It has always seemed to me that, if the officials hold that a notice of 
deposit cannot be given except by the depositee, they should have told 
me 80, and declined to receive my notice, and not have attributed 
it to someone else ; and further, that the erroneous registration having 
been made, the registrar might, at all events after the explanation 
given by me, and the receipt of the deposited certificates, have with- 
drawn the notice under rule 16. T. Hawt Hatt. 

5, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, June, 1903. 

The following is the correspondence referred to : 

{cory.] 
LAND REGISTRY. 
Land Transfer Acts, 1875 and 1897. 
District : County of S——. 
Parish : H ° 
Numbers of Titles: x and y. 

{, Theodore Hall Hall, of 5, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, London, hereby 

e notice that the land certificates of the land above referred to have been 

ited with (X., Y., and Z.), whose joint address is c.o. T. Hall Hall, 


Eaq., 5, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, London, as security for money owing 
to them and an moneys owing to me. ; 





T. Hawt Haw. 


’ 10th April, 1899, 

Sm,—Referring to the notice I sent you on 7th inst. of the deposit of 
the land certificates of Titles Nos. x and y., I observe that your acknow- 
ledgement is addressed not to me but to X. and others. 


(Signed) 





ies: 

I think that, to prevent any mistake or doubt, I had better point out that 
the notice was given by me and to protect a charge in my favour, whic) 
charge was intended to be, and in my opinion is, a good lien on the lang 
by virtue of section 8 (6) of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, quite indepen. 
dent of any notice to the Land Registry Office or to any subsequent 
entry made on the register. : 

The form of your chief clerk’s acknowledgment of my notice leaves me 
in doubt whether you have not taken my notice to be merely a notiga 
from X. and his co-owners in respect of their charge. No notice ag ty 
their charge was necessary, as I conceive that they are fully protected by 
their charge being registered, and that I am also protected as to my firg 
loan of £200, my charge for that being registered. 

But I want to be sure of protection in respect of my recent further loan 
of £400. 

I therefore gave notice in analogy to rules 200-2. The rules do not 
expressly cover the present case of a deposit with A. for the benefit of A, 
and B. (nor do they cover another case which I believe is also common of 
a deposit with A., not to secure a charge to him, but to secure charges for 
the benefit of B. and C). 

I think that the transaction would create an equitable mortgage, a 
from the Registration of Land Acts, and that section 8 (6) of the Act of 
1897 makes it valid in the present case. Also, I presume that the rules 
are not meant to cut down the operation of the Act. 

My object is to obtain as prompt and good a security for my loan, and 
at as little trouble and expense to the borrower as in the case of unregistered 
land, or as nearly so as may be. 

I should therefore like to be assured that notice of my (£400) unregistered 
charge is noted on the register, or that I amin some other appropriate way 
fully protected against the land being dealt with without notice to me— 
Iam, sig, yours faithfully, 

(Signed) 


The Registrar, Land Registry Office. 


T. Hatt Haw, 


10th April, 1899, 
Titles Nos. x and y. 


Srr,—In reply to your letter of this day, I am directed to point out that 
your notice, received here on the 7th inst., stated that the land certificate 
were deposited with X. and others; the notice sent to you is therefor 
correct in form, as no notice of trusts can be entered on the register.—I 
am, your obedient servant, : j 

(Signed) Hveu Pottock, Assistant Registrar, 

T. Hall Hall, Esq., 5, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 


12th April, ‘1899. 
Titles Nos. x and y. 

Srr,—In reply to your letter of to-day, I am directed to state that the 
entry of the notice of the deposit of the land certificates was made in 
accordance with the usual practice of this office, that under rule 200 
such an entry operates as the lodgment of a caution, and that notice will 
be given to the persons with whom the certificates are lodged :.on any 
attempt by the registered proprietor to deal with the property, such notice 
will be sent to their registered address—i.c., care of yourself.—I am, sir, 
your obedient servant, 


(Signed) 
T. Hall Hall, Esq. 
P.S8.—Should you wish to discuss the matter further I shall be glad to 
see you any morning this week between 10 and 11 a.m. 


29th January, 1903, 


Hven Pottock, Assistant Registrar. 


Titles Nos. x and y. 

Smr,—With reference to your call here this morning, I observe that the 
application to withdraw the notice of deposit which I enclose is signed by 
you, but this is not in accordance with rule 202 at the foot thereof, which 
states that the application must be signed and attested by the persons who 
gave the notice, who are the depositees.—I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

(Signed) Guo. Annort. 

On receipt of the application duly signed by the depositees and attested, 
the registration will proceeed—G. A. 

Theodore Hall Hall, Esq., 5, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 

29th January, 1903. 

S1r,—In answer to your letter of to-day, I submit that the request (which 
I return) is correctly givenin accordance with rule 202, 

I am the person who gave the notice, and the request is signed by me 
and attested. ; ; 

The depositaries did not give the notice. They had nothing to do with 
it. It was given by me on my own behalf to protect an unregistered 
further charge in my favour which has been fully paid off. 

I explained this at the time I gave the notice. Moreover, as I hens 
to-day handed you the land certificates, the deposit has become incapable 0 
taking effect. : 

I trust, therefore, you will remove the notice from the title without further 
trouble.—Yours faithfully, ™ 


' The Chief Clerk, Land Registry. 
Land Registry, 34, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.0. 
No. of Titles x and y. 
Notice. 
To A., B. and C.—An application dated the 25th of January, mp 
signed by Theodore Hall Hall, and purporting to be an application © 
withdraw notice of deposit of land certificates affecting the title above 
referred to has been left in this office for registration, If you have ong 
objection it should be stated in writing, and sent to this office, addres 


(Signed) T, Hatt Hawt. 
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te“ The Chief Clerk.’’ In the absence of such objection the matter may 
pe completed on the expiration of three clear days from the date of this 
potica —Dated 29th January, 1903. 
(Signed) Gero. Aszort, Chief Clerk. 
Land Registry, 30th January, 1903. 
‘ Titles Nos. x and z. 
Sm,—Your letter of yesterday’s date to the chief clerk has been handed 
to me, and in reply I have to inform you, that under rule 200 the only 
rsons who can give a notice of deposit of a certificate are the persons 
with whom it is deposited, consequently the notice in this case, though 
iven through you, must be treated as given by the persons with whom the 
certificates were deposited, and rule 202 requires that the application with- 
drawing the notice must be signed by them and attested.— Your obedient 
servant, (Signed) Hvuex Poxtocx, Assistant Registrar, 
T, Hall Hall, Esq., 5, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 


6th Feb., 1903. 
Titles Nos. x and y. 
The Assistant Registrar, Land Registry. 

Drar Srr,—I did not like to answer your letter of the 30th of January 
without again reading the rules to which you referred.- I have only to-day 
found time to do so. 

I doubt your interpretation of rule 200, but I need not discuss it. Only 
Inote that, according to your construction, persons interested in regis- 
tered land are deprived of a facility which is attached to unregistered 
land. 

The consequence you say follows from your interpretation, I must 
entirely dissent from and protest against. 

You lay down that a notice given by a person not competent to give it 
must. be treated as given by someone else, although the giver had no 
authority from that other person, and did not profess to give it on his 
behalf, and actually explained this in writing at the time. 

That introduces dangers and complexities of far-reaching consequences 
intoa system which is useless if not safe and simple. 

This consideration by itself is sufficient to shew that your conclusion is 
to be avoided. 

Isubmit that the proper consequence of your interpretation of the rules 
is that when I handed in the notice I should have been told it was irregular 
and could not be received. But as it was received from me, 1 submit that 
itshould now be withdrawn on my request, in the same way that it was 

en. 

4 seems absurd to require the gentlemen to whom you have chosen to 
attribute the notice to withdraw a notice they never in fact gave. 

Moreover, their charge has been paid off and they have signed an 
acknowledgment, and handed over to me the certificates to which the 
notice I gave related, and after my registered and unregistered charges 
were paid off, I handed to you all the certificates and my notice, so that 
Mr. A.’s title might be cleared. 

I submit he is entitled to have a clear certificate. He has written to me 
for his;documents, so I trust you will now return me the land certificates 
properly cleared, or you can send them direct to him, as neither I nor the 
three gentlemen who had the first charge have any longer any interest in 
the property. I mean any pecuniary interest, as I have a professional 
interest in seeing how the registration system acts, and, also, I don’t want 
tosee my friend’s title left blotted with a fictitious notice.—Yours faithfully, 

(Signed) T. Hawt Hatt. 


7th Feb., 1903. 
Sir,—In reply to your letter yesterday’s date, I am directed by the 
assistant registrar to return you the accompanying form of application to 
withdraw notice of deposit, and to inform you that it cannot be accepted 
for the reasons already given in his letter to you of the 30th of January.— 
Yours faithfully, (Signed) W. F. Burner, 
For Land Registry. 
T. Hall Hall, Esq., 5, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 


Land Registry, 34, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C. 
7th February, 1903. 
Title Nos. x and y. 
8m,—I beg to forward herewith the documents mentioned in the 
eelosed form of receipt, which, if you find it correct, you will please be 
good enough to sign, date; and return.—I am, yours faithfully, 
: (Signed) OC, F. Brickpar, Registrar, 
To Theodore Hall Hall, Esq. 


[Nore.—These were the two certificates of title.] 
13th Feb., 1903, 
Titles Nos. x and y, 
To The Chief Clerk, Land Registry. 

8im,—I enclose receipts for Mr. A.’s two land certificates, which I have 

fenton tohim. I must remind you that the deposit of the certificates 
ou have noted on them no longer exists, nor did it exist when I 
them to the office. 

I consider that the office wrongs Mr. A. in leaving the note of the deposit 
Weancelled, 

He is now absolutely entitled to the property free from incumbrances, 
iad I submit that your office ought to put the documents it furnishes into 
a which does not throw doubts on his title. 

The position now is this; I, who really gave the notice of deposit, have 
(ou an official form furnished me for the purpose) requested its withdrawal. 

the office refuses to accept. 

The office, however, on the 29th of January, gave warning of my appli- 
tation to the three gentlemen to whom official fantasy attributed my notice 


The certificates had been handed in by me at the office with my notice. 
This in itself shews that they were not then deposited with third parties, 
and I also explained how they had come into my hands. 

And yet, after all this, you issue the certificates with the notices uncan- 
celled, to the prejudice of the landowner ! 

This reduces the registration system as practised to an absurdity. 

Is the blot to be left on the title for ever? 

Even if the fact of the deposit a is not to speak for itself, and 
even if I am not to be allowed to withdraw the notice I gave, yet, as I read 
the Act, the mere fact that the (imaginary) cautioners were warned and did 
not object, is sufficient to cause the notice to cease, but as the office lays 
down that a notice given by one person must be treated as given by some- 
one else, I daresay the office holds that some other fiction is to prevail on 
this point too. 

In sending on the certificates, I enclosed a note to be kept with them, 
which will, I hope, prevent trouble arising from the form you have issued 
them in. 

I have now done my best as incumbrancer to give a proper ‘‘ reconvey- 
ance,’”’ and I must leave the matter. 

As the working of the registration system is at present a question of 
public interest, I propose to send this correspondence to a law newspa) 
with a view to publication. Do you or the learned assistant registrar, who 
has taken part in it, object ?—Yours a 

(Signed) T. Hatt Hau. 


16th Fe , 1903. 

My pear Hati,—Your correspondence with us on the subject of a notice 
of deposit has been shewn to me. 

Having regard to the terms of the original notice, I am afraid I do not 
see how we could possibly cancel it without the written request, signed 
and attested (rule 202), of Messrs. X., Y., and Z. Our letter of the 30th 
expresses the view which we take of our duties under rule 202, and I have 
nothing to add to it. 

I am sorry you cannot agree with this view, but, in the interests of 
persons generally in whose names these notices are given, I feel bound to 
adhere to it. Of course you are at liberty to publish this—and -all other 
correspondence with the department on official subjects, if you wish. If 
you do so, however, I think the words of the original notice should appear, 
as they are material. I enclose a copy in case you have not kept one.—~ 
Yours very sincerely, : (Signed) OC, F. Brickpate, 








Points to be Noted. 


Company Law. 


Winding-up Petition—Withdrawal—Costs.—When a petition is 
filed asking for a winding-up order, and the petition is advertised, 
‘‘the petitioner in a manner makes” persons who appear on the petition 
‘* parties to his proceedings.” If he chooses at the hearing to with- 
draw his petition, or to submit to have it dismissed without opening 
it, he will have to pay the costs of those who have in due time given 
notice of intention to appear on the petition—one set of costs to those 
appearing to support, and another set to those appearing to oppose, 
and it is no answer to say that any person appearing to support might 
have applied to be substituted as a petitioner.—RE British ELEcTRIC 
SrrEeET Tramways (Buckley, J., March 3, 1903) (1903, 1 Ch. 725). 


Reconstruction under Power in Memorandum.—The decision 
of Buckley, J. (1902, 2 Ch. 837, noted ant-, p. 126), has been affirmed. 
The Court of Appeal, however, i rgper no opinion as to the rights 
of the parties, and the result might, perhaps, have been different if 
the new company had been joined as parties by amendment. The 
case of Cotton v. Imperia! and Foreign Agency and Investment Corpora- 
tion (1892, 3 Ch. 454) may possibly be reconsidered by the Court of 
Appeal at some future time.—Doveuty v. LoMAGUNDA REEFS 
(Limirep) (C.A., March 17, 1903) (1903, 1 Ch. 673). 


Common Law. 


Statute of Limitations—Simple Contract Debt—Promise to 
Pay on Condition.—The plaintiff sued, in 1902, for £100 and 
interest due upon a promissory note made by the defendant dated 
1881. . In defence the Statute of Limitations was pleaded. It was 
proved that in 1901 the defendant wrote letters in which he admitted 
that the debt had been incurred, but asserted that he had already 
paid back a considerable amount of what he owed. The letters 
shewed that the defendant was uncertain as to the state of account 
between himself and the plaintiff, but expressed willi to a 
what was really owing. He also said he would send the plainti 

some money ‘‘as soon as there is another division.” These last 
words referred to some property in which the defendant was entitled 
to share under the will of a relative. Before action brought “‘ another 
division” did take place. Held, by the Court of Appeal, affirming 
the judgment of Bruce, J., that upon the construction of the letters 
there was a conditional promise by the defendant to pay what might 
be found to be due on an account Soho taken ; that the condition had 
been fulfilled ; and that as on the account being taken the whole 
amount claimed was found to be due, the plaintiff was entitled to 





judgment for that amount,—Lane@RIsH v, Watts (88 L. T. 443), 
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- Money-lenders Act,1900—‘“‘ Harsh and Unconscionable””—Relief 
in Court of Equity—Bankruptcy—Debt to Money-lender.—A 
money-lender recovered final judgment, under order 14, against 
his debtor for money lent, together with interest amounting on certain 
items of the account to as much as.200 per cent. The debtor did not 
claim relief under the Money-lenders Act, 1900. The judgment not 
being ‘satisfied, the debtor was served with a bankruptcy notice, and a 
bankruptcy petition was founded upon the debt and the failure of the 
debtor to comply with such notice. On the hearing of the petition 
the debtor claimed to be entitled to relief under section 1 of the above 
Act on the ground that the transaction was harsh and unconscionable 
because of the excessive rate of interest. The registrar considered 
that he was bound by the decision of Ridley, J., in Wilton v. Osborne 
(1901, 2 K. B. 110), that relief could be given only in a case where 
before the Act a court of equity would have given relief, As a court 
of equity would not have given relief on the ground merely that the 
interest was excessive, the registrar held that there was no sufficient 
ground for setting aside the contract between the parties, and a 
receiving order was made. This was an appeal against the making of 
the receiving order. Section 1 of the Money-lenders Act provides 
that relief may be granted to a debtor against a money-lender’s claim 
where the interest or charges are excessive ‘‘and the transaction is 
harsh and unconscionable, or is otherwise such that a court of equity 
would give relief.” Held, by the Court of Appeal, that a transac- 
tion with a money-lender can be re-opened, and relief given, whenever 
the court is satisfied that the transaction is ‘‘ harsh and unconscion- 
able,” even though the transaction is not ‘‘such that a court of 


equity would have given relief” before the Act; also that the power 


to give relief can be exercised by a Court of Bankruptcy upon the 
hearing of a petition in the circumstances of this case, although the 
debtor did not apply for relief before the judgment was signed. 
Wilton v. Osborne disapproved.—RE A DEBTor (1903, 1 K B. 705). 








-Result of Appeals. 


House of Lords. 


Secretary of State for India v. Sir Andrew Scoble and Others. Heard for 
the appellant ; counsel appearing for the respondent, but not called 
on. Order appealed from affirmed, and appeal dismissed with costs. 
June 15. 

Appeal Court I. 
(New Trial Paper.) 
(For Judgment.) 

Wallace v. Cook. Application of defendant for judgment or new trial on 
appeal from verdict and judgment, at trial before the Lord Chief 
Justice and a special jury, Middlesex (set down March 10, 1903). New 
trial ordered ; costs reserved. June 13. 

(Original Motions.) 

Workmen’s Compensation Act. Blovelt and Sawyer. Application of 
-J. W. Blovelt for security for costs of appeal (No. 4). £15 ordered. 
June 15. 

Parr v. Spencer and Others. Application of defendants T. Spencer and 
Another for security for costs of appeal (No. 32, New Trial Paper). 
Application granted. June 15. 

(Interlocutory List.) 


Kensington Palace Mansions (Limited) ». W. E. Burmester. Appeal of 
defendant from order of Mr. Justice Phillimore (set down May 20, 
1903). Dismissed with costs. June 15. 


Tipping v. Underwood. Appeal of defendant from order of Mr. Justice 
Phillimore (set down May 23, 1903). Dismissed with costs. June 15. 


Linley ». Houlden. Appeal of defendant from order of Mr. Justice 
Phillimore (set down May 27, 1903). Dismissed with costs. June 15. 

Union Bank of Manchester (Limited) v. Bowden and Others. Appeal of 
defendant, E. H. W. Harris, from order of Mr. Justice Phillimore (set 
down June 2, 1903). Dismissed with costs. June 15. 


Gidley and Others ». The Exeter Railway Co. Appeal of plaintiffs from 
order of Mr. Justice Phillimore (set down June 5, 1903). Dismissed 
with costs. June 15. 


In the Matter of a Solicitor. Appeal from order of the Lord Chief Justice 
and Justices Wills and Channell (set down May 18, 1903). Dismissed 
with costs. June 16. 

(New Trial Paper.) 
(For Judgment.) 


Watt v. Beauchamp. Application of defendant f ir judgment or new trial 
on appeal from verdict and judgment, at trial before Mr. Justice Bruce 
and a special jury, Middlesex. New trial unless damages reduced to 
£1,500. June 17. 

Stevens v. Slater. Application of defendant for judgment or new trial on 
appeal from verdict and judgment, at trial before The Lord Chief 
Justice and a special jury, Middlesex (set down March 14, 1903), 
Settled on terms. June 17, , 





Youde v. Manchester and District Bill Posting Co. (Limited) and Others, 
Application of defendants for judgment or new trial on appeal from 
verdict and judgment, at trial before Mr. Justice Grantham and g 
special jury, Liverpool (set down March 11, 1903). Judgment entereg 
for defendants. June 18. 

Jones v. The London General Omnibus Co. Application of defendants for 
judgment or new trial on appeal from verdict and judgment, at 
trial before Mr. Justice Grantham and a special jury, Middlesex (sep 
down March 14, 1903). Dismissed with costs. June 18. 


Appeal Court II. 
(General List.) 


The Urban District Council of Stretford v. The Manchester South Junction 
and Altrincham Railway Co. Appeal of defendants from order of 
the Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster (set dow, 
Aug. 12, 1902). Dismissed with costs. June 12. 

In the Matter of the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900, and In the Matter of 
the Tawd Vale Colliery Co. (in liquidation). Appeal of J. C. Mo 
petitioner, from order of the Vice-Chancellor of the County Palating 
of Lancaster (set down Dec. 19, 1902) restored. Referred back generally 
to Registrar of Palatine Court. June 13. 


(General List.) 


Moore v. Wingfield. Appeal of plaintiff from 
Dismissed 


In re Wilmer’s Trusts. 
order of Mr. Justice Buckley (set down March 25, 1903). 
with costs. June 16. 

, (Final List.) 

McDowall v. The Great Western Railway Co. Appl of defendants from 
judgment of Mr. Justice Kennedy, with a special jury, Haverfordwest 
(further consideration in London), set down March 4, 1902. Allowed 
with costs. June 16. 

(Original Motions.) 

Prior v. Osborne. Application of plaintiff for security for costs of appeal 
(No. 40, Chancery General List). £10 security to be lodged within 
fourteen days. June 17. 

In re The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1893, and In re The Naval, Military, 
and Civil Service Co-operative Society of South Africa (Limited), 
Application of respondents A. C. Skinner and W. L. Wyllie for 
security for costs of appeal (No. 39, Chancery General List). Requisi- 
tion as to security withdrawn on appeal being heard next interlocutory 


day. June 17. 
(Final List.) 

Fanshaw and Another v. Phillips and Another. Appeal of defendants from 
judgment of Mr. Justice Phillimore, without a jury, Middlesex (set 
down June 2, 1902). Allowed with costs. June 17. 

Ward v. Hill. Appeal of defendant from judgment of Mr. Justice 
Lawrence, without a jury, Lincoln (set down July 21, 1902). 
Allowed with costs. June 18. 

[Compiled by Mr. Agruur F. Cuapptx, Shorthand Writer.] 








Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 
Re WILMER, MOORE ». WINGFIELD. No. 2. 16th June. 


Perreturry—ReEMOTENESS—DEVISE TO Son or M. vor Lire with REMAINDER 
to Sucn Son’s Issup—Son EN VENTRE SA MERE—RELATION Back. 


Appeal from the decision of Buckley, J. (reported 51 W. R. 395). By her 
will, dated the 25th of September, 1876, Anne Wilmer, widow, devised her 
real estate to trustees upon trust to pay the income to her daughter M. for 
life, and after her death, by way of equitable contingent remainders (in the 
events which happened) for the third son of M., born or to be born, for 
life, and after his death for his first and other sons successively in ordet 
of seniority in tail male. The testatrix died on the 28th of October, 1880, 
The third son of M., the present plaintiff, was born on the 7th of February, 
1881, and was, therefore, en ventre sa mére at the date of the death of the 
testatrix. In 1902, and after the death of M., his mother, the plaintiff, acting 
on the assumption that the limitations subsequent to his own life estate 
were void for remoteness, took out a summons against the trustees of the 
will for a declaration that, on the true construction of the will, and in the 
events which had happened, he had, on attaining the age of twenty-one 
years, become entitled as tenant in tail male in possession to the 
real estate so devised. Buckley, J., acting upon the principle 
that an infant en ventre sa mére is for the purpose of the rule 
against perpetuities a life in being, held that the limitations did 
not transgress the rule and that the sons of the plaintiff took 
valid estates in tail male in remainder. The plaintiff appealed. — 
was argued on behalf of the plaintiff that there was no general rule with 
regard to posthumous children, but that a child unborn was only presu 
to be alive when that assumption was for its benefit. Further, a8 the 
pregnancy might have resulted in the birth of a daughter, the description 
in the will need not necessarily have been fulfilled in this case. : 

Tue Covrr (VavuGnan ILL1AMs, Romer, and SrrR.ine, Liddy 
without calling upon counsel for defendants, dismissed the appeal. 

Vavenan WuiaMs, L.J.—The question here is whether 4 child en ventré 
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ss mare is for the purpose of the rule against perpetuities to be treated as a 
living person. I agree with the judgment of Buckley, J., and his i 
up of 





summing 
e law at p. 399 of the report (51 W. R.). I do not say, and do not 
think he meant to say, that for every purpose of law a en ventre sa 
pire is to be treated as living. That isnot so. For example, a child in 
the womb of its mother cannot be murdered, and see the instances in 
‘kstone’s Commentaries in vol. 1, p. 25, and later on in vol. 2, p. 169, 
where he states the rule in this very case. The rule that a child en ventre 
umére is to be treated as a living person is manifestly applicable when you 
have to deal with the rule against perpetuities. 
Romer and Srreine, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the same effect.— 
CounseL. Buckmaster, K.C., and Sargant; Austen Cartmell ; Warrington , 
f.0., and 8, Dickinson. Soricrrons, Evans, Foster, § Wadham ; Tylee § Co. 
[Reported by R. R. Campseri, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.| 


WcDOWALL v. GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY CO. No. 2. 16th June. 
Neciicencr—Lianmiry—Inrerventne Act or Txurrp Parry. 


Appeal from a decision of Kennedy, J., in an action brought by the 
plaintiff to recover damages from the defendants in respect of injuries 
sustained through the alleged negligence of the defendants or their servants. 
The facts were as follows: The defendants’ servants had, on the day before 
theaccident whereby the said injuries were sustained, shunted some vehicles 
mtoasiding which was on an incline running down to a level crossing over 
shighway. On the siding was a catchpoint, which would have prevented 
ay vehicles, if set loose, from running wild, but the defendants’ servants 
did not place the vehicles beyond the catchpoint on this occasion, as they 
wished to have an extra space of line for shunting other vehicles. They 
iad screwed down the brakes, and so left the vehicles that they 
would have been perfectly safe if not interfered with. Some boys, 
however, trespassing on the line the day after the shunting operations, 
wserewed the brakes and detached a van, which ran down the incline, 
mashed the gate which separated the railway from the highway, and 
jnocked down and seriously injured the plaintiff, who was sing along 
thehighway. It appeared that for years the defendants had hen troubled 
ly boys trespassing on this part of the line and playing in and about the 
whicles left standing upon it, The jury, in answer to questions put to 
them by Kennedy, J., had found (1) that the van, in regard to thi 8 



























e 
wing the highway, was in a safe position, as and when it was left by the 
defendants’ servants, unless interfered with afterwards; (2) that the 
wcident to the plaintiff would not have happened if the van had not been 
interfered with ; (3) that the interference was the act of trespassers with 
wgligence; (4) that the danger of such interference causing inj to 
prous using the highway was known to the defendants, and could have 
ben guarded against by the exercise of reasonable care; (5) that the 
wrrence of the injury to the plaintiff was materially and effectively 
used by want of reasonable care on the part of the defendants’ servants 
innot placing the van to the east of the cathpoint. They assessed the 

at £175, and Kennedy, J., gave judgment for the plaintiff for 
iutamount. It was argued on behalf of the appellants that they could 
wt have reasonably foreseen the possibility of the acts of these mischiev- 
ous boys, and that the fourth and fifth questions to the jury ought not 
have been put. It was argued on behalf of the respondents that such a 
pssibility ought to have been foreseen, and that, in view of there being 
wo highways near the siding, more than ordinary precaution should have 
ben shewn by the defendants. 

Taz Court (VaveHan WHut.1Ams, L.JJ.) 
lowed the appeal. 

VYavcnan Witi1ams, L.J.—In my opinion there was no case to go to 

tejury at all, The van was not only placed in a position where it was 
afe, but under conditions where it was safe. In order that the inter- 
ference by the boys should be effective they had to go through a very con- 
iderable operation. Further, there was nothing in the history of the past 
tnduct of the boys to lead one to anticipate that they would go and un- 
tuple the carriages. Again, there is no evidence, in my ph nowy to 
justify the finding of the jury that the not placing the vehicles to the east 
if the catchpoint was an effective cause of the accident. There is nothing in 
te cirenmstances of this case which would have induced a man of common 
suse to do anything more than the railway company did in respect of 
this van. That being so, there is an end of the case. 
‘Yorn and Srmurne, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the same effect.— 
Counsen., Francis Williams, K.C., and Denman Benson; Arthur Lewis and 
EM, Samson. Soxrcrrors, R. R. Nelson ; A. R. §& H. Steele, for W. J. 
Jnes, Haverfordwest. . 


[Reported by R. R. Campsert, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 


ILOYDS BANK (LIM.) v. THE ROYAL BRITISH BANK (LIM.). 
Byrne, J. 13th June. 


IreRLocurory InsuNcTION—ALLOTMENT LetrerR—Trave Lipet—Arrempr 
10 Use rae Name or Onn Company in ConnecTION wiTH ANOTHER. 


This was a motion for an interlocutory injunction arising out of the 
following facts : A poets of the Royal British Bank (Limited) and an 
lotment letter with a form of acceptance was sent to the shareholders in 

Bank (Limited), stating that as such shareholders they .were 
toan allotment of shares in the Royal British Bank in pursuance 













Bank: woste to Anguiles Geetneseig 22s SNORE rer ee aoe 
Royal British , and Lloyds Bank having commenced an action 
the Royal British Bank, moved for an injunction to restrain the 
British Bank, its managing director, agents, and servants, from 
among the shareholders of Lloyds Bank any t 
document representing that any shareholder 
allotment of shares in the Royal ‘British 
any shareholder any money in part ry 
bringing to his notice that the issue of the decument and the offer 
shares were made without the authority of 
Byrne, J., in giving judgment’ 
on two grounds, the first of which ealled 
court had jurisdiction to restrain the publication of 
trade ; but on an interlocutory this j 
exercised in the clearest cases. Here the facts would not warrant an inter- 
locutory injunction. The second 
fraudulent attempt to pass off the shares as 
Lloyds Bank. e evidence did 
be to any serious risk by 
course adopted by the defendants did not 
as being acorrect course ; but he did not 


K.C., and Henderson; Rowden, K.C., and Martelli. 
Son ; R. Fitzpayne. 
[Reported by J, Anraur Paice, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. ] 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
Re A SOLICITOR, C. A. No. 1. 16th June. 
Soticrror—ALLEGED Misconpuct—Inqurry Berore Comirrer or Law 

Socrery—Reprort to Covrt—Ricut or ComPLarNaNt TO BE Hearp— 

Soxicrrors Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 65), 8. 13. 

Appeal by Mr. Trueman from the refusal by the Divisional Court (Lord 
Alverstone, C.J., and Wills and Channell, JJ.) to hear him in person 
(reported ante, p. 407; 1903, 1 K. B. 857). It that applications 
were made by Mr. Trueman and others that a ges yr 
to answer allegations contained in certain affidavits, those charges 
were investigated by the oy: Committee of the Incorporated 
Society under the Solicitors Act, 1888. The committee 
to Mr. Trueman’s charges that.those charges had not 
but with regard to the other charges they reported 
solicitor was guilty of professional misconduct. _ Qounsel for 
Society brought the report before the court, Mr. Trueman 
applied to be heard in person on the pa eyo he had 
the solicitor, contending that he was en' so to be heard section 
13 of the Solicitors Act, 1888. ‘That section, after providing that an i- 
cation to strike a solicitor off the rolls or requiring him to answer 
tions contained = o should - b committee, 
were to embody their findings in a report to court, proceeded: ‘‘ 

for this Act would have. been titled to 
ai 


g 


vided that any person who but 
apply to strike a solicitor off th 
a solicitor to answer allegations 
so to apply, although the committee 
facie case of misconduct against the 
heard if the society brings the report 
The Divisional Court held that the applicant 
by counsel, and they refused to hear him in 

sidered the report, and held that the other oo 
mittee had reported against the solicitor, were not proved, 
ingly held that the solicitor had not been guilty of 

Mr. Trueman —_ in person from the 

and stated that he was not rape rtopmet = oe me the rolls or 
to require him to answer the ions contained in an affidavit, 
to amend the report of the ittee on 
therefore he was entitled under section 13 of the 
be heard in person. The solicitor, who appeared in person, was not 


upon. 
Aine Covrr (Cottins, M.R., and Marnew and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 


dismissed the appeal. 
Coturms, M.R., said that he agreed with the figment 
) Alverstone, C. .; and uls, J. 
judgments 


delivered in the Divisional Court b atom, I 
re 
the Divisional Court that Ee appellants Stead to be heard 
inery 


@ 


It was evident from the 

the charges which he had made against the solicitor. So 
claiming to do under the modern mach what would 
done under the old machinery by a motion calling upon 
shew cause why he should not answer the matters in an 
struck off the rolls, that could only be done by counsel. 
had not been altered under the — If, however, the 
was not urging charges against i 
heard on a question of costs, then he was entitled 
It was obvious that what the yee + was 

charge against the solicitor. could not now, by Sones Se pet. 
lace himself in a better position than he was in in the 

The decision of the court below was therefore right. 

Marsew, L.J., concurred. An aj of this kind 
solicitor was a very serious one, and it was most 


the rule that it could only be made on the authority 





tthe resolution of a general meeting of the latter, and allotting the shares 
oncertain terms. The prospectus named one W. E. Lloyd as a 
of the Royal British Bank. Some of the shareholders in Lioyds 







Cozens-Harpy, L.J., concurred. 
[Reported by W. F. Banzy, Beq. Barzister-at-Law.} 
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i. “Re MACINTOSH, DIXON, & CO. C.A.No, 2. 10th June. 


Soxrcrroz ann Cirent—Bri. or Costs—Common Orper—Taxation—Time 
_Lat—Orperr Becommve Anortive sy Erriuxion or Trwe—Jvrispicrion 
OF TAXING - mastER — Extension. oF Truwe—R.S.0. LXV. 27, 
_Reeutation 57. 


This ‘was: an appeal from a decision of Byrne, J. (reported ante, p. 517). 
Im - December, 1902, an order of course to tax the solicitor’s bill aivered 
iti January, 1902, had been made. ‘The order directed the taxing-master 
to make the certificate within a month unless he should extend the time. 
The order.was not ‘served until some time after the month had expired. 
The master appointed; a day for. taxation, and on the day the solicitor 
objected that,-he had now no. jurisdiction to tax. The master held that 
he had. jurisdiction, and the solicitor moved before Byrne, J., to stay the 
taxafion gs. Byrne,.J., held that the order for taxation was 
abortive, a month having been allowed .to elapse before service of the order, 
s@ ithat.:the taxing-master had. no. longer any jurisdiction to tax. He 
png sg the proceedings, The client appealed. ; 

‘Tue Court (Vavensn’ Wrirtams, Romer, and Sr. Jd. 
slowed the ( 8, y me, LJJ.) 

avGHAN Wittiams, L.J.—In my judgment the question which we have 
to decide really turns on regulation 57 of ord. 65, 7. 27, but I should like 
shortly to _— out how the question. arises. The taxation of bills of 
costs is dealt with by section 37 of the Solicitors Act, 1843. Under that 
section solicitors cannot bring an action to recover their fees until one 
month after delivery of the bill of costs. Then by paragraph 2 of that 
section, upon the application of the y chargeable by such bill, within 
such month the bill will be referred for taxation as of course. The reason 
for the limitation of one month in such a case is no doubt that the statute 
contemplates that until the reference the solicitor shall be debarred from 
enforcing his demand. The.next paragraph provides for cases where the 
application is not made within the month. Then there is a provision that 
taxation after twelve months can only be allowed in special circumstances. 

Now in this case the order was not obtained until a long time after the 
delivery of the bill of costs, which was made on the 16th of January, 1902, 

order was not obtained until the 1st of December in the same year. 
As T understand, the order was not served until the 7th of January, 1903— 
that is, within a week of the lapse of the twelve months, and more than a 
month ‘after the date of the order. ‘Then when the matter came before 
the ‘master it ‘was objected that his jurisdiction was gone because 
the otder contains the words that the master is’ to make his 
certificate within one month “unless the master shall extend the time to 
enable him to make his certificate ; or this order is to be of no effect.” It 
was said that, the month having ¢lapsed, the master had no longer any 
jurisdiction—no jurisdiction, that is, either under the order as it stood or 
to make an order extending the time to enable him to make a certificate. 

It was said that any jurisdiction that the master had under this order was 
| er Beker the month had run out, and that from that date the order was 

d and of no effect. If we had only the actual words of the order to 
consider, and nothing else to assist us, on the analogy of the cases with 
respect to submissions to arbitration, I should be inclined to agree with 
the ent of the counsel for the respondent that on the words of the 
order the power to extend must be exercised within the month limited by 
the order. “But it seems to me that we must read this order in the light 
of regulation 57. ‘That regulatiun provides: ‘‘ The taxing-master shall 
have power to limit or extend the time for any proceeding before him, 
and where, by any general order, or any order of the court or a judge, a 
time is appointed for any proceeding before or by a taxing-master, unless 
the court or judge shall otherwise direct, such officer shall have power 
from time to time to extend the time appointed upon such terms (if any) 
as the of the case may co ms and although the application for the 
same is not made until after the expiration of the time appointed, it 
shall not be ‘necessary to make ‘@ certificate or order for this purpose, 
unless required for any special purpo With regard to that 
ps prey _1~ wish to ‘say that; in my judgment, it cannot be 

that by the tetms of the order in the present case the court or judge 
bas “otherwise directed’’—that' is ‘to -say, has directed that the taxing 
Officer shall not'have power to extend the time. Having said that, I have 
to construe the words of the regulation, and, as Iread them, they are words 
which by necessary implication affirm that the power thereby given to the 
taxing-master to extend the time-may be exercised even after the time 
appointed has elapsed. If that is so, there is an end to the question in this 
Se thy sated there is nothing raised here as to the exercise of his discretion 
by taxing- master, but it is a mere question whether, reading the order 
the court and regulation 57 of order 65 together, the taxing-master has 
to extend the time. I think that he has this power, but I am anxious 
because I think so, I should not be supposed to say that this power is 

to be exercised as-of course or freely, The reason why I referred to the 
terms ef section 37 of the Solicitors’ Act was to shew that I thought that 
the statute which provides for the suspension of the solicitor’s rights 
till reference to the taxing-master, imposes these time limits that the 
reference may not be o pressive to the solicitor. In these circumstances the 
time limits s ould not be disregarded lightly by the taxing-master or any- 
one else, and I think that in the case of an order obtained like this one was 
it senting thes to suppose that the taxing-master would make the order 
exten the time without serious consideration as to whether the circum- 
stance were such as to justify the order having regard to the obvious 
intention of the statute that the reference should not be used in a manner 


—— to the solicitor. 
Ms and Stmima, LJJ., delivered judgments to the same effect.— 
Adams,:. Souicrtors, Pritchard, Englefield, § Co, ; Bell, 


” 
se, 


[Reported by J.. I. Sriauise, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 
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Law Societies. 
The Law Society. 


Norice. 


The annual general meeting of the members of the society will be held 
in the hall of the society on Friday, the 24th of July next, at 2 p m. 

The following are the names of the members of the Council who go out 
of office by rotation and—so far as is known—all of them, with the e 
tion of Mr. Howlett, will be nominated for re-election: Messrs. J. W, 
Howlett, C. B. Margetts, J. E. Gray Hill, W. F. Fladgate, E. K. Bh 
W.D. Freshfield, S. H. King, G. E. e, Sir Hy. Fowler, and Mr, R. 

used by the death of Mr. Ounliffe. 


There is one other vacancy, ca 
(By order) E. W. Wiu1amson, Secretary, 


The Justices’ Clerks’ Society. 


The sixty-third annual meeting of this society was held at the Law 
Institution, on Friday, the 12th of June, 1903. Mr. B. Curren Rawson was 
in the chair, and the following members were present: Messrs. J. R, 
Roberts, T. Chris aang J. Chalmers Hunt, T. Holmes Gore, John A, 
Percival, J. Batchelor, F. G. Hindle, W. Osborn Boyes, LL.D., E. PB 
Crowdy, A. E, Guy Pritchard, Crowther Davies, E. P. Whitley Hughes, 
Robert Ellett, and Francis R. Moore. 

The minutes of the last meeting having been read and confirmed, 

The Cuarrman moved the adoption of the report and accounts, referri 
amongst other matters to the success which had attended the efforts of 
the committee in obtaining the withdrawal from the Licensing Act of the 
previous year of a provision which would have involved considerable loss to 
members of the society, and also the rebuff administered by the 
Board of Trade in refusing to grant a licence for the incorporation of the 
society upon the ground that its objects were not among those specified 
in section 23 of the Companies Act of 1867. The committee had decided 
to get the stated objects of the society settled by counsel in order to bri 
them into conformity with the provisions of the Act, and the clause settled 
by Mr. F. B. Palmer would be presented to the meeting for ther 
approval. 

After discussion, the report and accounts were adopted. 


The Cuarrman then read the extended objects of the society as settled 


by counsel, and 

Upon the motion of Mr. Hinpiz (Darwen), seconded by Mr, CraisrorHams 
(Henley in Arden), it was resolved that, with an addition to be adoptedif 
counsel approved, the extended objects as settled should be embodied in 
the memorandum and the licence of the Board of Trade should be again 
applied for. 

The Caarnman then submitted for adoption by the meeting the revised 
rules which had been prepared to accord with the memorandum and 
articles of agsociation previously approved by the society in special general 
meeting, in“érder that, pending incorporation, the same might govern the 
society. The rules having been fully discussed and amendments on minor 
points introduced, were adopted by the meeting. The amended rules will 
have the effect of entitling deputy clerks to justices to be admitted 
membership. 

Mr. Exterr mentioned that Mr. Williamson had inquired of him 
whether the society’s attention had been called to the amendment which, om 
the suggestion of the Council of the Law Society, the Lord Chancellor had 
promised to introduce into the Justices of the Peace Bill forthe purpose of 
enabling the wena of practising solicitors as justices within the 
counties in which they practised ; and it was resolved that an expressionof 
this society’s approval should be conveyed to the Law Society, with am 
expression of the thanks of the members in respect of the efforts which had 
led to the amendment. 

The meeting then proceeded to elect the officers for the ensuing year. 
Mr. Chalmers-Hunt, of Ware, was appointed as president, and Mr. B. 
Currer Rawson, the past year’s chairman, as vice-president for the ensuing 


ear. 
- A letter from Mr. T. J. Hooper, of Biggleswade, resigning his member. 
ship of the committee on account of ill-health, was read and accep 
with great reluctance and expressions of sympathy, after which the othet 
members of the retiring committee, with the addition of Mr. Edgar G 
Sanders, of Liverpool, were elected as the Council, while the a 
Messrs. W. Hitchins and Dr. W. Osborn Boyes, were accorded a vote 
thanks for their past services and were re-elected, and Mr. Henry Rosling, 


who for some time past has fulfilled the duties of secretary, was elected @ : 


that office. 

In conclusion, a vote of thanks to the chairman and committee for the 
past year was moved by Mr. Crowrner Davies, and seconded by Mr. Gor 
Prircnarp, and unanimously adopted, 

At the dinner which followed the annual meeting, there were present 
as guests of the society : Mr. McConnell, K.C., chairman of the Clerkenwell 


| Quarter Sessions, Mr. Gould, K.C., Mr. Macmorran, K.C., Mr. England, 


Mr. Procter, Mr. Williamson, secretary of the Law Society, and Mr. 
Tyrrell. Mr. H. D. Greene, K.C., M.P., was expected, but was 
tunately prevented from attending by ill-health. 








Mr. Justice Barnes is stated to be now convalescent, On Wednesday he 
left London for Harrogate. 





Mr. Justice Kekewich has been sitting on two days this week as a 


additional jndge of the King’s Bench Division, 
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wa will be derived from the present method of registering titles, 
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The Land Transfer Act, 1897. 


owin tition, praying for an inquiry into the result of the 
= of - genase am provisions of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, 
was to be presented to the House of Commons on Wednesday last : 

To the Honourable the Commons of the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Treland in Parliament assembled. 

The humble petition of the Council of the Royal Borough of Kensington 
and of the Councils of the Metropolitan Boroughs of Battersea, Bermond- 
sey, Bethnal Green, Chelsea, Deptiord, Fulham, Greenwich, Hackney, 
Hammersmith, Hampstead, Holborn, Lambeth, Poplar, St. Marylebone, 
St. Pancras, Wandsworth, and Woolwich. 

Sheweth : 

i,—That your Petitioners are the Municipal and Local Authorities for the 
several Metropolitan Boroughs above named. 

9,—That in the year 1862 a Land Registry Act was passed, the expressed 
object being “‘ to facilitate the Proof of Title and the Conveyance of Real 
Fatates.” This Act established a Registry of titles, and under its provision 
landowners were enabled to register lands with an indefeasible title in any 
part of England. 

$—The Act did not succeed, as it was found in practice that the 
difficulty and expense of registering iands with an indefeasible title were 
very serious, and that even when so registered the difficulty and expense 
of dealing with registered lands continued. : 

4.—In 1875 another Act was passed entitled the ‘‘ Land Transfer Act, 
1875,” the expressed object being ‘‘to simplify titles and facilitate the 
transfer of land in England.’’ Provision was made under this Act to 
register titles either as (1) Absolute, (2) Qualified, (3) Possessory. This 
Act, which still remains in force, enables landowners in any part of 

d to register their titles to land. It, however, failed in its object 
tically remained a dead letter. : 

5.—In 1897 a third Act was passed entitled the ‘‘ Land Transfer Act, 
1897,” the expressed object being ‘‘to establish a real representative and 
toamend the Land Transfer Act of 1875.’’ The actual object of this Act 
was to make registration of title on sale of land compulsory. Parliament, 
however, was not prepared to unreservedly accept the principle of com- 

and as a compromise the Act of 1897 was accepted for 
the express purpose of giving a trial to the system of com- 
pulsory registration. The operation of the compulsory provisions was 
consequently intended to be tried as an experiment in one county only for 
a period of three years (section 20, sub-section 8), and power was given to 
revoke any Order made applying the compulsory provisions to a county 
(section 20, sub-section 4). 

6.—The County of London having been selected for'the p of the 
experiment, by an Order in Council, dated the 18th of July, 1898, it was 
declared that Registration of Title to land was to be compulsory on sale 
mthe several specified portions of the County of London on specified dates. 

subsequent Orders the system came into operation in certain parishes 

the County of London on the ist of January, 1899, and at later dates in 

eeahee. On the Ist of July last the operation of the Order was 

to the City of London, whereby the whole county came under the 
operation of the system. 

7.—According to the Returns and a Report of the Registrar of the Land 
pegistry of the first three years of the work of the Registry, presented to 

ent in June last, it appears that for the three years 1899, 1900, 
1901, 32,268 separate properties of an aggregate value of £34,907,643 have 
been placed on the register, and 21,875 transactions by sale, mortgage, 
inheritance, and otherwise have also been recorded of these properties sub- 
sequently to their entry on the register, making a total of 54,143 applica- 
tions dealt with. Out of the 32,268 titles that have been registered only 
have been registered as ‘‘ Absolute,’’ and nine have been registered as 
“Qualified.” The return for the year 1902 has not yet been issued. The 
number of properties now registered must be largely in excess of the 
figures above mentioned. ; 

8.—The total fees received by the Registry Office for the three years 
189, 1900, and 1901 from purchasers and mortgagors in connection with 


the ion of titles amounted to £99,397. 
9.—The aforesaid Report of the Registrar contains a patagraph as 
follows : “The properties registered exhibit a very considerable variety of 


regis . 
form and character. They include, of course, buildings of every d 
and value, from first-class residential houses and in the West End 
tothe poorest tenement dwellings in the East ; from houses of business in 


und is sold and measured by the inch, to , orchards, and 
ural holdings in distant suburbs, and building estates, with roads 
marked, and plots unfenced, in the first stages of their develop- 
ment. There are registered chapels, schools, theatres, hotels, factories, 
flats, cellars, single floors, parts of rooms, archways, courts, passages, 
. , docks, wharves, parks, burial grounds, railways, streets, 
, underground passages, rights of way, rights to light and air, to 
support, to obstruct light and air, to build, to embank, to use 
; greg: ot. po ge in ee Be ey tho Ym peewee 
and sub-leaseho of eve egree complexity, uding 

Gites where the tenures are so intermixed as to be indistinguishable.” 
10.—Complaints have been made that the present system of registration 
has added both to the expense and delay of carrying h transactions, 
and that without any benefit, present or future, to the landowners who 
ret been compelled to register their titles. It isadmitted that the system 
eemeet the expense and the delay. Grave doubts exist as to whether 


to whether the titles registered as ‘‘ P. * can in any period 


the Government has under consideration. scheme: for ‘facilitating the 
registration of Absolute titles. stein f : ik. 
to the fact that the three years intended by Parlia-: 
expe tal period expired on the 31st of December, 1901 
and to the facts and figures set out im this which shew ; 
ample data now exists for a —— in m, your Petitioners con- 
be the enbjeck of & thorough and inlapenent inguicye Inguicy’ each et 
e subject of a an endent . Inquiry as, 
your Petitioners desire would elicit the fact pr al landowners are . 
obtaining or will obtain any advantage from the present system, and if . 
not, whether it is capable of being amended so as to make it advantageous 
to the public and to property owners, or if the system is one which, under 
the conditions that exist in this country is not now and cannot be made a 
successful one, and consequently is not one that should be continued. 
12.—Your Petitioners represent a total population of 2,673,948 and a total 
rateable value of £19,835,710. The Corporation of the City of London ‘ 
and the Metropolitan Borough of Stoke a are independent 
steps to obtain the inquiry referred to in petition. eir rateable — 
values amount to £5,332,532, and if the amount thereof be ‘added to the 
amount represented by your Petitioners it makes a gross total of £25,068,242, ' 
being about 63 per cent, of the total rateable value of the whole County of ’ 
London. desig 
13.—Your Petitioners therefore humbly ‘pray that‘your Honourable House — 
will direct an inquiry to be made by a Commtttee of your Honourable’! 
House into the result of the working of the compulsory provisions of the « 
Land Transfer Act, 1897. w 8 : 
And your Petitioners will ever pray, &¢. *' i tay 
There are affixed to the : peti the Common Seals of the ‘Mayor,’ 
Aldermen and en of _ Royal om of omen gton, and — t 
Metropolitan Borough of ttersea, i eg 
Bermondsey, the Metropolitan Borough of Seunal Grom, ithe Metro- * 
litan Borough of Chelsea, the Metropolitan. Borough of — the . 
ge ee Borough of Fulham, the Mompottee, Borough of Greenwich, 
the Metropolitan Borough of ao etropolitan Borough of... 


M 
Hammersmith, the Metropolitan of Hampstead, the Woy Ee ‘ 
Borough of Holborn, the Metropolitan I of Lambeth, the Metro- 


litan Borough of Poplar, the Metropolitan of St. Maryle 
The Metropolitan Borcugh of St. Pancras, the Metropolitan Borough of 
Wandsworth, and the Metropolitan Borough of Woolwich. 








Obituary, . See 
: Mr. William Terry. i 
' Mr. William Terry, solicitor, of Northam died this week at the age 
of 76 years. He was admitted in 1848,,and.was the head of the firm of. 
Scriven, Terry, & Fawkes. He was coroner for one of the divisions of the . 
county of Northampton. ‘v4 ar : 


Mr. W. Ge S. Smith, 


We have to record the death of Mr. W. G.'Shakspeare Smith, solicitor, 
of 7, Charles-square, Hoxton, N., which took io ag his residence at 
Forest Gate on ‘Tuesday afternoon after a short 3. Mr. Smith was’ 
admitted in 1880, ond wee wel Ste Coe ae a eating practi- ' 
tioner at the Shoreditch County Court. “He ah active part as honorary — 
secretary of the Epping Forest Fund in Jeading the movement for the oe 

? ¢ 


nn 


servation of Epping Forest for the public, and it was mainly through 
exertions that the ration of the City of London were fe 
up the question and to fight the legal battle which over twenty rag 

secured. Epping Forest as an open space to th tn 
business will be carried on by Mr. Arthur 


Eves, 








Legal N ews. 


Appointments. ati tts GH alt 
Mr. Auenterr, K.C., and Sir WniaM Haxex Rarriaax, K.C,, MP. | 
have been elected Benchers of thé Honourable Society of Lincoln’s-im, 
in succession to the late Sir Richard-Garth, K.C., and the late Mr. 


Bush, K.C. wi 
: Of 8) King- Manchester, 
for Oaths. “Mr. Wrigley was 


| Mr. H. Greenwoop WRIGLEY ici 
i Commissioner 


has been appointed a 
admitted in 1895. ys Mae 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Reorxatp Henry, Tavurtow Baker and Axtavr ‘Epvest 
solicitors (Baker & Simpson), 76a, Chancery-lane, London. “April 18. 
Harry Spencer Anprew Foy and Joun Wriuams Fovrxes-Jones, ' 
solicitors (Foy & Co.), 14, Clifford’s-inn, and ,.435, NeW’ Cross-road, 
London. y 9. - (Gazette, Juné 16, 


, 


§ 
s 


a 





: that 


mature into ‘‘ Absolute’’ titles. It has recently been 


ars et ne ee 
Mr. T. M. Healy, M.P., is to be called. to:the English bai at’ Gray's 
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“The: annual: dimer of the Hardwicke: Society will take place at the 
Hotel Cecil on Wednesday, the 22nd of July, when it is expected that the 
Lord Chancellor and the Master of the Rolls will be present. 

In Committee on the Finance Bill, says the Times, Mr. Joseph Walton 
intends to move a new clause providing that the ond fide purchase referred 
toin section 3 of the Finance Act, 1894, shall include every case of an 
assignment in consideration of marriage by either party to the marriage 
for the benefit of all or any of the parties or offspring of the marriage of 

licy of insurance on the life of a party to the marriage, and the sums 
receivable under such policy shall not become liable to either estate duty 
by reason only of the manner in which or person by whom the policy is 
kept up. 

The Legislature of New York, says the American Law Review, not long 
since repealed the statute fixing the limit of 5,000 dols. as the value of 
human life; and this has been followed by a verdict for 100,000 dols. 
damages against the New York Central and Hudson River Railway Co. in 
favour of Mrs. Jennie Leys for the killing of her husband in the so-called 
tunnel disaster. It is said that the only other verdict approaching this 
one for causing the death of the victim of an accident was in England, 
—— damages of £14,000 were awarded to the representatives of Dr. 
Phillips. 

A decision of some interest, says the Albany Law Journal, as shewing 
how far the courts will it counsel to go in undertaking sensational 
—e before a jury, was rendered recently by the Supreme Court of 

orth Carolina. On the trial of the case of Hopkins v. Hopkins, an action 
for divorce brought by a husband against his wife, counsel for the latter, 
in-summing up, took the defendant's child up in his arms and, holding it 
before the jury, declared that a verdict would ruin her character and 
disgrace the child. This was nota very flagrant act, to be sure, but the 
Supreme Court has decided that this action and speech on the part of 
counsel were such as to call for a new trial. 


Some years ago, says the Central Law Journal, members of a jury in Kansas 
were much incensed at being locked up at night owing to the obstinacy of one 
of their number, a man of the name of Knox. On being ushered into the 
jury box next morning the foreman-solemnly rose and thus delivered the 
verdict, which during the nocturnal hours he and his indignant colleagues 
had arrived at : 


By Knox our. verdict was delayed, 
And we in durance landed ; 


f " 
We now do find, all at one time, 
The prisoner guilty of the crime. 
The judge accepted the verdict, but, after studying for a moment the 
spectacle presented by the. obnoxious Knox, remarked that he could not 
agree with the third line. 

In the Court of Session at Edinburgh, on Wednesday, says the 
Standard, Lord Kyllachy heard counsel on the minutes of the action 
raised by Frederick Henry, Earl of Lauderdale, against Henry Scrymgeour 
Wedderburn, of Wedderburn Berkhill, Fife, to have it declared that the 
—— has the only good and undoubted right to the hereditary office of 

ing’s Standard or Banner Bearer. Interdict is also sought against the 
defendant designing or calling himself ‘‘ Hereditary Royal Standard- 
bearer for Scotland,” and against his molesting or interfering 
with the pursuer in carrying out the duties of the office. The pursuer 
avers that the honour became extinct in 1668 through the Earl of 
Dundee dying without issue, and that Charles II. granted the office to the 

ursuer’s ancestor, Charles Maitland of Hatton, afterwards Earl of 
erdale. The defendant maintains that the office is in his possession 
both. de jure de facto, and that neither the pursuer nor his ancestors 
have.ever admitted to execute the office as a matter of right. Mr, 
Clyde, K.C,, in opening the debate for the defender, pointed out that 
an‘abeurd and extraordinary ——_ would arise if the court granted an 
interdict against Mr. Wedderburn, as the King said he was the standard- 
bearer he wanted. When the King was in Scotland recently, his Majesty 
summoned the standard-bearer to Holyrood, and Mr. Wedderburn was 
summoned. If Mr. Wedderburn had been under ap an interdict, counsel 
said he sup the learned judge would have imprisoned him for 
attending at Holyrood in breach of the interdict, while if he disobeyed 
the King’s command: he supposed that when his Majesty got hold of the 
unfortunate standard-bearer he would be quite within his rights, if he 
pleased, in ordering his head to be cut off. e hearing was aliéuned: 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or Registrars 1x ATTENDANCE ON 














Date. Emercescy Arrzat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rora. No. 2. Kexewicu. Bygve. 
Monday, June .......... 22 Mr. Theed Mr. Pemberton Mr. W. Leach Mr. Farm 
msckeooccuspesescrs 2B W. Leach Jackson Theed i 
1 Ta. © Church Pemberton W. Leach Farmer 
T 6B G il Jack Theed i 
I King Pemberton W. Leach Farmer 
Farmer Jackson Theed King 
Dat Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
FPagwe.u. Buck.ey. Joyce Swisren Eapy. 





Monday, June............22 Mr. Carrington Mr: Godfrey Mr. Greswell Mr. Jacl 
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The Property. Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week, 


June 23.—Messrs. Desennam, Tewson, Farmer, & Bripcewarer, at the Mart, at 2:— 
Surrey : Manor House, Ditton Hill, between Surbiton and Esher, and within lt mile 
of Surbiton Station; A Residential Property, held direct from the Right Hon. the 
Earl of Lovelace for an unexpired term of about 60 years ; hunting with several packs 
and close to a good golf course.—Frensham, Surrey: Freehold Sicpertinn views of 
the Hindhead district, about three miles from Farnham Station (L. & 8.-W. Railway) 
in all about 3a. 7r. 27p.; with p m. Solicitors, Messrs. Hollest, Mason, & Nash, 
Farnbam.—Middlesex and Herts: Freehold Residential Estate known as Bridgefoot 
House, in the _ of South Mimms, near Potter’s Bar, only three miles from the 
town of Hi rnet and about 14 from London. Solicitors, Messrs. Lingard & 
Leach, London.—South Hants, in the parish of Warblington, one mile and a-half 
from Havant and one mile from Emsworth Stations, and 10 from Portsmouth and 
Southsea: A Freehold Residential Estate of 356a. 1r. 15p., known as South Leigh, 
Solicitors, Messrs. Hughes, Hooker, & Co., London.—Tilford, Surrey: Copyhold Land 
occupying positions on the main road to Hindhead, overlooking Henkley-common, and 
about 3} miles from Farnham Station (L. and 8.-W. Railway); about 34a. ar. 31p 

se Messrs. Hawes, Wood, & Ware, London. (See advertisements, June 13, 
p. 2. 

June 23.—Mr. Joszepn Srower, at the Mart, at 2:—Hammersmith: Five old Copyhold 
Shops and Tenements, with en und in the year; possession by March next, 
Solicitors, Messrs. Palmer & Bull and A. Neal, ne bP oo —Hampstead : A semi- 
detached Freehold Residence; with possession. Kilburn: A 10-roomed House, with 
garden in rear abutting on the Paddington Recreation Ground; let at £44 per annum, 
Solicitors, Messrs. Crosse & Sons, London. Paddingtun: Leasehold Investments in 
Fernehead-road_ and Woodchester-street, close to the Harrow-road, producing £24 

annum; also 32, Marlborough street, producing £62 8s. per annum. Wes 

ensington : Leasehold Residence; with possession; let at £55 per annum, 

+ Messrs. F. Wickings Smith & Son, London. (See advertisements, June 13, 
p. 8. 

June 24.— Messrs. R. Burr & Sons, at the Mart, at 2 :—Pinner: Freehold Property, Hast 
House, a few minutes’ walk from the railway station, finely-carved oak panellings of 
the Elizabethan period, stabling, standing in 3a. ir. 27p. of beautiful lawns and well- 
timbered grounds. Let on lease at £150 perannum. Solicitors, W. H. Osgood, Esq., 
and T. M. Richards, Esq., London. (See advertisement, this week, p. 4.) 


June 24.—Messrs. Dovei.as Youne & Co., at the Mart, at 2:—Forest Hill: Two well- 
fitted, convenient Houses, known as Nos. 80 and 82, Forest Hill-road, situate abont 
three minutes from Honor Oak station (S.E. and C. Railway). Clapham: Terrace 
House, known as No. 18, Osborne-terrace. Clapham-road; let at £44 per annum, 
Solicitor, W. H. Lendon, Esq., London.—Tooting: Two Detached Residences ; with 
possession ; having a frontage of 140ft. to the main Merton-road, just at the terminus 
of the electric trams. Solicitor, Sharon Grote Turner, Esq., London.—Forest Hill: 
Freehold Shop and Dwelling-house, close to railway station ; let upon agreement at 
£80 perannum. (See advertisements, June 13, p. sf 


June 24.—Messrs. Eowin Fox & Bousriz.p, at the Mart, at 2:—First-class Freehold and 
Leasehold Investments yieldi £2,000 a year from ground and beneficial rents, 
improved ground-rents, and trading premises, occupying commanding positions in the 
City and West End. solicitor, Arthur Mewburn Walker, Esq., London.—City of 
London: Freehold Ground-rent of £263 per annum, secured upon recently-erected 
Business Premises, No. 9, Bow Church-yard. Solicitors, Messrs. Beal & Payne, 
London.— City of London: Freehold Ground-rents, amounting to £1,103 per annum, 
amply . Lot 1.—Ground-rent of £950 per annum, se on premises known 
as Nos. 19 and 20, Old Bailey ; leased for 52 years unexpired, with reversion to rack- 
rentals estimated at £3,500 per annum. Lot 2.—Ground-rent of £153 per annum, 
secured upon warehouse premises, No. 8, Water-lane, Blackfriars; leased for 51 years, 
rack-rental on expiry of lease. City of London (on the verge of) : Freehold Investment, 
comprising the fully-licensed public-house known as The Coach and Horses, situate and 
= Nos. 65 and 66, Chiswell-street, Finsbury. Solicitor, Allen Woodroffe, Bsyq., 

on. 

June 24.—Mesers. Tro..ore, at the Mart, at 2:—Woodford, Essex: Freehold Residential 
and Building khams, in a beautiful and elevated position 








te, wn as Mon! 
immediately abutting on Woodford Station (25 minutes from the City), ani 
extending to Woodford Green. Also a Freehold Tract of Pasture and Arable 
Land close to Woodford Station. Solicitors, Messrs. Uox & Lafone, London.— 
13, Elm Park-gardens, 8.W.: L hold Resid » pl tly situated, overloo 
and opening into large private gardens, and only a few minutes’ walk from So 
a Gloucester-road Stations. Solicitors, Messrs. Deacon, Gibson, Med- 
calf, & iott, and ;Messrs. Charles Rogers, Sons, & Russell, London.—8, Hertford- 
street, Park-lane, W., and Stables: Town Mansion, having an important frontage of 
about 36ft. Solicitors, Messrs. Waterhouse & Co., London.—44, Grosvenor-gardens 
and Stables, 8.W.: Commodious Town Mansion, close to Buckingham Palace, the 
Parks, Houses of Parliament, and Victoria Stations. Solicitors, Messrs. Waterhouse 
& Co.. London. (See advertisements, June 13, p. 7.) 


June 25.—Messrs. Desennam, Tewson, Farmer, & Bripcewarer, at the Mart, at 2:— 
Freehold Investments, comprising Shops, Dwelling-houses, and Business Premises, 
in good situations, ucing about £777 per annum, Solicitors, Messrs. Lumley & 
Lumley, London.—Taplow House, Taplow: A Freehold and part Copyhold Property, 
only three-quarters of a mile from Taplow Station, comprises a family mansion 
on gravel soil with south aspect and co ing fine views, surrounded by | 
pleasure-grounds of exceptional beauty, in all about 24 acres; with possession, 

* Solicitors, Messrs. Renshaw, Kekewich, & Smith, London.—Carshalton: A Freehold 
Estate of nearly 20 acres, comprising residences and appurtenances, occupying & 

sition near the centre of the town, abutting on the oes with extensive 
mtages; let at £640 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. Blachford, Norton, & Smith, 
London. (See advertisements, June 13, p. 2.) 

June 25.—Messrs. Hereixa, Sox, & Daw, at the Mart, at 1 :—Streatham : Detached Family 

Residence, equi-distant from three stations (L.B. & 8.C. Railway), with vinery, &c.,™ 

. Solicitors, Messrs. Nicholson, Patterson, & Freeland, London.— 
Clapham Park, 8.W.: age ay x Family Residence, known as South Hayes, 
King’s-road, Cla; Park, stabling for two horses, also large garden, Solicitor, 

Stanley J. Attenborough, Eaq., London.—Brixton-hill, 8.W.: Frechold and smal 
part Copyhold Property, known as Calder House, No. 179, Brixton-hill, producing 
per annum. —Solicitors, Messrs. Piesse & Sons, London. (See advertisements, June 18, 
p. 6.) 

June 25,—Messrs. C. C. & T. Moore, at the Mart, at 2:—Upton Park: The Freehold 





Ground-rent of £20 on Nos. 58 to 66, Parr-road, and 17 Igasehold Dwelling houses; » 


let at rents amoun' to £422; term 90 years; ground-rent £4 each, Solicitors, 
‘ Messrs. Ashley & a _—stepney’: Lenwehold House, with possession ; term 
60 years ; -rent £5. Limehouse: ¥ ld Houses. Solicitor, J. Ashbridge, 
Eaq., —Plaistow : Freehold Houses (one with Shop) ; let at £83 4s. Boles 

Mesars. G. & W. Webb, London.—Lower Clapton : Leasehold Houses ; let at £35 
and £24 14s. Solicitors, Messrs. Gane & Kilner, Lonllon.—_ Stepney : Freeholds, com 
ising Three Shops, each with 12 rooms, and stabling. Solicitor, W. J. Tanner, .- 
—Ste Green : Leasehold Corner k of Shop Property, Nos. 17, 


169, 171, 173, 175, and 177, Stepney: and stabling in the rear; let at -_ 
0 16e. per annum. licitors, Messrs. Woodward, Hood, & Thorne, 


amounting to £31 
London. (See advertisements, June 13, p. 8.) ia 
June 25.—Mesers. Srrusox & Sows, at the Mart, at 2:—Peckham Rye: Freehold an 
Leasehold Houses and Shops, and a large com Block of Weekly Dwellings; 
also Three Houses. Solicitor, J. Ji Esq., Lo —Bethnal Green: Two Free- 
hold Houses and Shops, let at £28 £30 per annum. Finsbury Park : Freehold 
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EE 
hold Ground-rent of £16 10s. Lewisham High-road: Three Residences ; let at £45, 
£47, and £40 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. Moodie & Sons, London. (See advertise- 
ments, June 13, p. 7.) 

June 26.—Messrs. Bravet, Woop, & Co., at the Mart, at 2:—Goswell-road, on the City 

: Freehold Property, Nos. 13, 15, 17, Goswell-road, comprising three Shops, 
jet at low rents, but early possession can be obtained. Solicitors, ‘Mesars. Gedge 
Kirby, & Millett, London.—Clacton-on-Sea and Great Clacton, Essex: Freeh 
Builaiog Estate, known as Crayers Farm, —_s two cottages, buildings, and 
about 58 acres of land. Freehold Accommodation Land, known as the Hall Meadows, 
containing 4$ acres, one mile from the pier; Copyhold Farm, known as Smythies 
Farm. Solicitor, C. H. T. Marshall, Esq., Colchester. (See advertisements, June 13, 
p. 6.) 

June 26.—Messrs, Reynotps & Eason (in conjunction with Messrs. Barcuetar & Son 
Limited), at the Mart, at 2:—Purley, Surrey, just off Brighton-road: Freeho 
Family Residence, near Station, good train service to City and West-end ; well-stocked 

ens; area over three-quarters of an acre. Solicitors, Messrs. Andrew & Thompson, 
; and Messrs. Andrew Wood & Co., London.—224, Commercial-road $ 
Freehold double-fronted House and Shop, let at £65 year. Solicitors, Messrs. Wood- 
cock, Ryland, & Parker, London.—City of London: Freehold Corner Shop, No. 19, 
Hutchison’s-avenue, Middlesex-street, Jet at 18s. per week. Spitalfields: Mwo Free- 
hold Shops, producing £154 14s. Whitechapel: Freehold double-fronted Refreshment 
Kooms, let at £30 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. Gardner & Hovenden, London.— 
Bloomsbury, 70, Torrington-square : Short Leasehold Investment in Corner Private 
Residence. Solicitors, Messrs. Merriman, Pike, & Merriman, London.—Hampstead : 
No. 12, Denning-road, close to Heath and Station, Private House ; let for three years 
from 1900 at £60.—Solicitor, H. Astley Roberts, Esq., London.—Hornsey : Leasehold 
House; let at 12s. per week. Solicitors, Messrs. Burton & Sons, London. (See 
advertisements, June 13, p. 4.) 


Results of Sales, 


Reversions AnD Lire Pouicies. 


Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranriecp held their usual Fortnightly Sale, No. 741, of the 
above Interests at the Mart, E.C., on Thursday last, when the following were sold :— 


ABSOLUTE REVERSION to One-sixth of £6,500; life 67 ... .. Sold £515 

LIFE POLICIES : 
For £1,000 ; life 59 ... ies ove dee ove ove ii ne 99 725 
For £2,000 ; life 63 ... ae ose ow coe ooo oes * 1,270 
For £500; joint lives 48 and 38 ... ove oo ove oo ” 70 
For £1,000; life60 . oat oe ooo ove ove eee sion 9 310 
For £1,250 ; same life wis ove i one oe ot om ” 420 
Por £2,500 ; same life ove - ce 1,060 


c. C. & T. Moore sold, at the Mart, on Thursday, the Freehold Public-house 
known a8 “Ye Olde Com .” Rotherhithe-street, for £1,540; other Investments 
situated at Bow, Poplar, and Mile End realized £2,000. 








. . . 
Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Frivay, June 12. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LimiTrep in CHANCERY. 

Assott Bros, Lim1rep —Creditors are required, on or before July 15, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Albert Schultz, 
50, Cannon st 

Equestrian Cycie Co, Limitep (1x Liqurpation)—Creditors are required, on or before 
June 26, to send their names and addresses, and the iculars of their debts or claims, 
te Benson Crook, at the office of Chalmers, Wade, & Co, 5, Fenwick st, Liverpool 

Fausworta Hart Manxvuracturine Co, Limitep - Creditors are required, on or before 
July 20, to send their names and ad: , and the iculars of .heir debts or claims, 
to John Grime, Prudential bldgs, Union st, Oldham. Hilton, Oléham, solor for 
liquidator 

Harvey Star Lewis anv Sryciair Co, Liuirep - Petn for winding up, presented June 9, 
directed to be h June 23. Corbould-Ellis, Clement's In, solor for petners. Notice 
4 appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

‘une 22 

Hexzy Gaze & Sons, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented June 9, directed to be 
heard June 23. Mayo & Co, Drapers’ gdns, Thi orton av, solors for petners. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the after- 

-noon of June 22 

Mozamsrque Macegquece, Luurep (1x Liguiparion)—Creditors are required, on or before 
Sept 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to William Neil, 35, Walbrook. Hepburn & C>, Bird in Hand ct, solors for 
liquidator 

Onmyr Trapine Corporation, Liwrrep (1x_Liguipation)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Sept 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
caims, to Benjamin John Scott and Edward Clark, 7, Throgmorton av Powell & Scott, 
solors to liquidators : 

Bauspers & Saunvers, Linrrep—Petn for winding up, presented June 5, directed to be 

at County Court house, Manor row, Bradford, on July 7, at 10. Lake, 4, King 
st, Wakefield, solor for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not 

later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of July 4 

London Gazetie.—Tuxspay, June 16. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep In CHANCERY. 
uired, on or before July 14, to 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick 
aera Salaman, 1, Oxford ct, Cannon st. Worthington & Co, Nicholas ln, solors for 
iquidator 

Care Estate Synvicare, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before yeh to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Williams, 81, 
Gracechurch st, Cooper, Cannon st, solor for liquidator 

Parw axp Coronization Co., Limrrep (1x Liqguipation)—Creditors are required, en or 
before July 21, to send their names an , and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to James Albert : arlill, Colonial bldgs, Land of Green Ginger, Hull. Priestman, 
Huli, solor to liquidator 

Woweress Fivsn Cistenn Co, Limirep Petn for winding up, presented Jan 12, 

d to be heard before the Court at Prescott st, Halifax, June 24. Ainley, 
Rawson st, Halifax, sulor to petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above- 
named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of June 23 

Transparent Ant Paintine Devetorment SyxpicatTse, Liwrrep—Petn for winding up, 
Presented May 19, di be heard June 30. Styer, 11 and 12, Fench st, 
solor for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 
o'clock in the afternoon on June 29 

Umioxy Mortoacr anv Agency Co or Avstrauia, Luarep—Creditors are ired, 
on or before July 16, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to David Johnstone Smith, 27, Cornhill. Markby & Co, Coleman st, 
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Warp Bros (Brierley Hill), Limrrep—Petn. for 


ay June 10, 

to be heard at the Court House, Hagley st, Peas. Pai ‘uly 16, at.10. Tinsley, 19, 
Stone st, Dudley, solor for Pe om otice of ing must reach 
not later than 6 o’clock in afternoon of July 18 


ll 








Creuitors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in’ Chancery. 


Last Day or Cat, 
London Gazette.—Turspbay, June 2, 


Nixon, Jonx, Westbourne terr June 25 Gray v Bell, Byrne, J Davenport, 48, Chancery In 
Wuirt, Rosert Henry, The Brewery, Holdenhurst rd, Bournemouth July? White 
Cridland, Joyce, J Herbert, 10, Cork st, Burlineton gdns 


London Gazette —Frivay, June 5. 
Woop, Exrzanor, Tongue Burn Farm, Chopwell, Durham Jens 30 Wood vy Wood, 
Registrar, Durham Aynsley, Town Hall chmbrs, Consett, r 
London Gaszette,—Fripay, June 12. . 
Pearce, Tuomas, Boston park rd, Brentford, Jeweller July 13 Pearce v Pearce, Kekewich, 
J Woodbridge, 5, Serjeant’s inn, Fleet st : : 
Ricuarpson, Susanya, Corbyn, nr Torquay June 20. Dibble v Richardson, Kekewich, J 
E & J Mote, 1, South sq, Gray’s inn 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette,—Fripay, June 12. 
Apper.ey, Ayn Marra, Kingswinford, Staffs July 10 Warmington & Co, Dudley 
Arrtox, Wi..14M, Dewsbury, Superintendent of Police July 31 Gledhill, Dewsbury 
Axers, Heyeierra Marearet, Swadelands Lenham, nr Maidstone July24 Wigan & Co, 
Victoria Embankment : 
Autsor, Harrrerr Jaye, Bolton gdns, Kensington Stenning & Co, Tonbridge 
BAKEWELL, Grorce, Derby July'13 Whiston & Son, Derby 
Batt, Josers, Halesowen, Worcester, Farmer July 4 Cooksey, Old Hill, Staffs 
Baxter, Joun, Tottenham, Dealer in Horses Sept 30 Randall & Son, Copthall bldgs 
Brsrorp, Mary Ann, Scarborough July 20 Hart, Scarborough 
Bray, Avice, Marsden, nr Huddersfield July 10 Sykes, Huddersfield 
Byworru, Heyry James, Uxbridge June 24 Mercer, Uxbridge ; 
CiarkeE, Freperick, Wimbledon July 18 Johnson & Son, Gray’s inn sq 
Currrorp, Louisa Saran, St John’s Wood July8 Burton & Co, Surrey st, Strand 
Coss, James Francis, Regent’s Park July 10 Burrows & Weigall, Margate 
Couns, Groree, Blackpool, Builder July 10 Fletcher & Son, Blackpool rs 
Coutsox, Jou, Stockton on Tees July 25 Watson, Stockton on Tees 
Crovcner, Rosert, Newport, I of W, Shipowner July 14 Dashwood, Ryde, I W 
Epwanps, Henry, Rhyl, Flint July17 Williams & Williams, Rhyl 
Farrow, Jonx, Mount Leven, nr Yarmon Tees, Yorks, Farmer July 25 Watson 
Stockton on Tees 
Garton, Ricuarp, Horsham July 11 Poole & Haddock, Horsham 
Graunam, Jane, North Shields July16 Brown & Holliday, N Shields 
Hixt, Jouy, South Woodford, Essex July9 Smith, Fenchurch bldgs 
Hituper, Jane, Scarborqugh July 20 Hatt, Scarborough : 
Hopecn, Lavra Hargietre, Banbury. July 15 -H & C Collins, Reading 
Horxiyson, Harriett, Bradford July 24 Browning, Bradford 
Horgiysoy, Witt1aM, Bradford, Beerhouse Keeper July 24 Browning, Bradford 
Horyssy, Toomas WituiaM, Ealing July 25 Watson, Stockton on Tees 
Hursey, James, Hoxton, Carman Avugi5 Foy, Bush In, Cannon st. : 
James, Hareiet, Anerley July 4 Alderson, King’s Bench walk 
Lanpon, Wiiu1AM Trevis, Isleworth, Publican July 12 Roberts, Ladbroke grove 
Layton, James Norman, Mincing In, Tea Broker July 31 Hollams & Co, Mincing In 
Lee, Roserr, Cardiff, Steamship Owner ‘July 25 Lioyd & Pratt, Cardiff 
Mansu, Joun Wit1aM, Burnley, Contractor's Engineer June 29 Fletcher & Son, Black- 
pst 
Mitier, Atrrep Heyny, Barnstaple July 21 J & 8 P Pops, Exeter 
Movssaya, Erruiumo, Aden, Arabia JulyJ0 Maddison & Co, Oid Jewry 
Now ay, Jonx, Newport, Mon” July 27 Le B:asseur & Bowen, Newport, Mow 
Owen, Et.en, Holyhead July 15 Lloyd & Co, Holyhead 
Praxe, Mary Ann Acyes, Hove, Brighton “Aug 1 -Greville-Smith, Clement's inn 
Rowson, Jane Emue.ine, Lymm, Chester, Draper July 15 Ridgway, Warrington 
Saxperson, Tuomas, Blackpool July 11 Wilson & Co, Preston 
Suerrarp, Mary Anne ExizaneTa Emma, Ipswich July 10 Long & Casley, Ipswich ; 
Surtru, Constaxce Magy, Vancouver, British Columbia July 22 Farrer & Co, Lincoln's 
inn fields . 
Srewart, Sorat, Eldon rd, Kensington July 18 Stevens & Drayton, Queen Victoria st 
Surc.irre, Mary Krrcue, Ripon, Yorks Aug 81 Vint & Co, Bradford 
Swan, JANe Buakeman, Newcastle upon Tyne July 6 Davies & Balkwill, Newcastle upon | 


Tyne 
Soumxie, Many ExszansTu, Newcastle upon Tyne July 6 ‘Davies & Balkwill, Newehstle 





solors for liquidator 


| upon Tyne 








natant tereirete 
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Tavror, Janz, Skegriess, Lincs July 20 Rowden, Old Jewry chmbrs 

Tuomas, Jonx Howsz.1, Hastings July 16 Thomas, Eastbourne 

Taorr, Witt1am, Manchester, Glass Merchant July 25 Heath & Sons, Manchester 

Tomuixsox, James, Chelmsford Augi Gibson, Martin’s In, Cannon st 

Wavetey, Jayz, Erdington, Warwick July 31 Smith, Birmingham 

Watesr, Svsannan, Scarborough July 20 Hart, Scarborough 

Warrers, Curistornes, Fordon, Yorks, Farmer July6 White, Gt Driffield 

Warts, Joszrx, Southport July 14 Dendy & Paterson, Manchester 

Westrietp, Coartzs.Maarcus, Upper Clapton July 20 Ellis & Co, College hill 

Wicrtswortn, Grorcr Vavuce, Kingston upon Hull, Merchant Aug 1 Jackson & 
Son, Hull 

Wice.swortn, Mary, Kingston upon Hull Augi Jackson & Son, Hull 

Wiixixsoy, Haxwan, Kingston upon Hull Augi Jackson & Son, Hull 

Witermsox, W11114m, Kingston upon Hull Augi Jackson & Son, Hull 

Wi tsner, Roserr, Etchingham, Sussex, Farmer June 30 Aitkens & Andrews, Burwash 

Wiutsox, Witt1am Piumer, Hertford, Wine Merchant July 18 Pitchforth & Co, 
Bucklersbury 

Wixestoom, Epwarp, Scarborough July 20 Hart, Scarborough 

Wiseman, James Forsren Turver, Plumtree, Notts July 18 Wood & Co, Southend 
on Sea 

Waieut, Eveanor Janz, Stockton on Tees. July 25 Watson, Stockton on Tees 

Youne, Henry Lacan, Lancaster June 30 Bates, Morecambe 


London Gazette.—Tvrspay, June 16. 


Assortt, Jonx, Winstanley, Lancs July 31 Peace & Ellis, Wigan 

Bappg.ey, Ricumonp Tuomas, Nantwich, Chester, Coal Merchant July 20 Martin, 
Nantwich 

Baryves, Mantua Ayn, Walsham le Willows, Suffolk July 11 Banks & Co, Stowmarket 

Bagretr, Harry Witi1am, West Hampstead July 20 Romain, Bishopsgate st Without 

Biscomse, Wit11am, Plymouth Mineral Water Manufacturer July 11 Skardon& 
Philips, Plymouth 

Capwa.vaper, Avice, Tunstall, Licensed Victualler July 6 Hollinshead, Tunstall 

Carx, Jonnx, Bournemouth July 14 Druitt & Druitt, Bournemouth 

Curip, Hargiztr, Small Heath, Birmingham <Augi Jaques & Sons, Birmingham 

Curcu, Exiza, Oxford July 25 J & F Hester, Oxford 

Corey, Exiza, Belbroughton, Worcester June 30 Harwards & Co, Stourbridge 

Crzzs, Exizasetx, Topsham, Devon, Shoe Maker July 23 J & 8 P Pope, Exeter 

Dawsox, James, Harpurhey, Manchester, Dealer in Fancy Goods July 22 Hardicker, 
Manchester 


Evass, James Witiiam, Lewisham, Watchmaker July 18 Draper & Son, Vincent sq, 
Westminster 





Evans, Wittiam, Llandudno July 14 Chamberlain & Johnson, Llandudno 

Gorr, Witi1aM, Northampton, Yeoman July 11 Shoosmith & Sons, Northampton 

Grant, Sir Cuartes, K CSI, Chichester July 24 Burch & Co, Spring gdns 

Hams.etox, Tuomas, Lower Broughton, Salford, Labourer July 20 Stubbs & Co, Man. 
chester 

Hancock, Hersert, Tunstall, Licensed Victualler July 6 MHollinshead, Tunstall 

Hancox, Joun, Birkdale Augl Mawdsley & Hadfield, Southport 

Harrison, Danret Cuaries Rogers, Stockton, San Joaquin, California, US A July 12 
Peddar, Old Broad st 

Hotianp, WiLu1AM, Moseley Aug 1 Jacques & Sons, Birmingham 

Huaean, Witi1aM, Pudsey, Yorks July 11 Harrison & Son, Leeds 

Iyman, Matruew, Liverpool July 15 Paice & Cross, Clement’s inn 

Isuam, Sir Cuaries Epmunp, Horsham Augi1 Knapp-Fisher & Sons, Buckingham gate 

Kes, James, Nempnett, Somerset, Yeoman July13 Perham & Son, Bristol 

Kemp, Atrrep Granam, Dewsbury, Scribbling Overlooker July 24 Chadwick & Sons, 
Dewsbury 

Lester, James, Burton on Trent, Licensed Victualler Aug 1 Dunicliffe, Burton op 
Trent 

LzyYLanD, James, Wigan, Ironmonger July 31 Peace & Ellis, Wigan 

LirTLEHAes, Freperick, Bexley Heath July23 Jennings & Finch, Gray’s inn sq 

Masti, Maria Louisa, Sheffield, Dealer in Fancy Goods July 16 Webster & Styring 
Sheffield 

Pace, Saran Exizasetn, Battersea July 25 Holcombe & Banks, Great James st 

Pgsyo, Witt1am Layyon, Plymouth July 30 Stephens & Urmston, Maidstone 

PrizestLey, James, MD, Lee on the Solent, Hants July 13 McCracken, Belfast 

Ryper, Rosekrt, Elton, Chester July 15 Jolliffe & Jolliffe, Chester 

Savite, Epwarp Bourcuier, Chard, Somerset Joly 13 Wootton & Son, Finsbury circus 

Sxarratt, Arruur, Oldham, Hotel Keeper July 14 Taylor, Oldham 

Suitx, Hexry Merepirs, Stretton Grandison, nr Ledbury, Hereford, Farmer June 2 
Lewis, Newport, Mon 

Smirnymay, Witiiam, Clent, Worcester July 31 Travis & Sheldon, Stourbridge 

Sruart, Samvet Rosert, Sidcup, Kent July 15 Whitelock & Storr, Chancery In 

Tuorntoy, Joun, Knowle, Warwick Aug1 Jaques & Sons, Birmingham 

Topp, Huex Wix11aM, Bootle, Lancs 31 July Norris & Sons, Liverpool 

Tucker, Grorce James, Bristol, Commission Agent July 20 Spofforth, Bristol 

Wayert, Any, Brondesbury July 31 Collyer-Bristow & Co, Bedford row 

Wettsy, Atrrep, Hockley, Essex July 15 Snow & Co, Gt St Thomas Apostle 

Waite, Witu1am Henry, Brondesbury Aug10 Stow & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Wixisson, Epwarp, Margate July 20 Hills, Margate 

Wit1iams, Cuarces Lewis, West Acton Aug1 Bond, Golden sq 

Woop, Heyaterre, Southport July2 Teebay & Lynch, Liverpool 








Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette-——Turspay, June 2. 
ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 


~ Frrzwititam, The Hon Witiiam Reomwatp Wentwortn, 


High Court Adjud Aug 31,1900 Annul Ma: 


y 29, 1903 
Marner, Frepericx, Bolton, Lancs, Publican Holton 


Adjud Nov 24, 1902 Annul May 27, 1903 
Lendon Gazette —Frivay, June 12. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Bacauass, Axwa, Crouch End High Court Pet May 13 
Ord June 9 
, Mouxtsor, Maddox st, Law Student High Court 
Le te eer on Eaton, Derby, Clerk Der! 
r ’ 
Pet Jume 8 Ted Sons "7 


, Waasan Sant 
Pet May 22 Ord June 9 
Norfolk, 


Fiscuam, Hesxey Coates Gurarp 
Eaate Agent King Kingston upon Hall Pet May 20 “on 


Pi 
Gagrre.p, Pexperic« Boot Dealer 
Pet Jume 8 =p a Armin 


oy Ly Pet June10 

7 ry » Licensed Victualler | 
June 

y Marlow, Builder Aylesbury 

fb essise, Furies, Boot Dealer Croydon Pet 


Lower Thames st, Fish Sales- | 
Builders Ipswich | 


Hust, Franx, Wantage, Berks, Butcher Oxford Pet 
June9 Ord June 9 
ee Epwarv, Ramsclou Oswaldtwistle, 
— Victualler Blackburn Pet June 8 ot 


‘ord Pet May 23 
Levy, Siox, Sale, Chester, Clerk ieteter Pet May 20 
Ord June 10 
Manper, VINceNT ALBERT, yy = gdns, Hyde Park 
art Pet Marchi9 Ord June 10 
Mecson, CHARLES poe tg Manchester, Baker Man- 
} chester Pet June8 Ord June 
| Morris, Matruew, South Benwell, Northumberland, 
Builder Newcastle on ga yee Pet June 10 Ord June 10 
Mozzay, G “- St Paul’s churchyard High Court Pet 
an March 9 as Park, 8 . 
IGHTINGALL, RoBert, Worcester pow lechase 
s — os Pet June 9 Ord J une 9 
opie, ALEXANDER Joun. East ngine Fitter High 
Court Pet June 10 Ord June 10 
Norgis, Joun Wi111am, Stalybridge, Refreshment House 
Stalybridge Pet June9 Ord June 9 


Oxtzy, Tuomas, jun, Gt Harwood, lam, Power Loom 
| Overlooker Bi Pet June6 Ord June 6 
| 7 Sa, AO, uilder Croydon PetJune9 Ord 


Reep, Wittiam Jouy Rosert, 5 er hill, Junction rd 
Court Pet June9 Ord June 
, Porth, Glam Pontypridd Pet June 8 


une 
RosesLave, Freperick Jouy, Sheffield, Butcher Sheffield 
Pet May 19 Ord June 8 
Scott, Sipxzy, Wolverhampto 
mn Pet June9 On 70 une 9 
Suitn, Fraxces, and Samve, Suirn, Newton Heath, Man- 
—. atchmakers Manchester Pet June 9 Ord 
une 9 


Sr Lzork, Huon, Little Horkesley, Essex, Journalist 
Colchester Pet May 16 Ord June 5 

Stour, Perer pel Leeds, Stock Broker Leeds Pet 

Pm. f. [— oy ee k, Carman High ' 
ICKLAND ARLES, ar! 

| Court Pet May 22’ Ord J 

| | Compre, Ropert MacGaicon, Bi Binty, Norfolk, Carter 





Regs, Joux, C 
Ord J 


orwich Pet June9 O 
Worstesceort, Evizasetu, Oldham, "Raker Oldham Pet | 
June9 Ord June 9 
Woovs, Jonw Caanves, Laton, Straw Hat Manufacturer | 
Laton Pet JuneiO0 Ord June 10 


| FIRST MEETINGS. 
| Bacuwaxs, Deataepey tal a a Baker June 20 at 12 | 


Ju une 8 
ae a WILLIAM \yaeer, Oxford, Poulterer 
po 


Pitmenge Wolver- | 


Bearp, Mounrsoy, Maddox st, Law Student June Sat 12 
Bankruy; bldgs, Carey st 

Biackmayn, Veaaee, Lanchester, Durham, Painter June 
22at12 Off Rec, 25, John st, Sunderland 

Boarpmay, WILLIAM, Liverpool, Coal Merchant June 2 at 
12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Braviye, WIiLitam Henry, Lower Thames st, Fish Sales- 
man June 23 at 11 Bankrnptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Brock & Soy, 8 Y, Alburgh, Norfolk, Builders June ® 
at 11.15 Maid’s Head Hotel, Norwich 

Brookes, Davip Jous, Ditton, Lanes, Tailor June 22atl2 
0 35 Victoria st, Liverpoo 

| Bucksey, Trae Ricuarp, Itchen, Southampton, Commis- 
sion Agent June 23at3 Off Rec, 172, High st, South- 
ampton 

Carrer, Joun, Pimlico, Moneylender June 23 at 12 Bank- 
ruptcy b , Carey st 


Davis, James, Havant, Hants, Plumber June 22 at3 Of 
Rec's Office 


Davis, Ricnarp J, 8t James, Solicitor June 23 at 12.8 
24, Railway app, London Brid 


Dawson, Georce Ossurn, Whittlesea, Isle of Ely, Cam- 


bridge, Bu June 2% at11.40 The Law 
Peterborough 
Fianvers, James, Newport, Mon, Carpenter June 2 a 


11.30 Off Ree, Westgate chmbrs, Newport, Mon 
Grisson, Wittiam L, Lamb's Conduit st June 29 at 2.90 
Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Hakrper, oe" West Widen Carey ot Accountant June 
Bankruptcy bl 





24 at 2 
Harrop, | ~4 Barnton, N wich | 26 at 1045 
The Royal Hotel, Crewe 


Haywarp, Harry Wi. 1AM, Forest Gate, Essex, Venetian 
Blind Manufacturer June 22 at 2.30 Bankruptey bldgs, 
st 


Heoearty 4 PC, Soutien ot, Potato Salesman June 
23 at 12.30 Bankrup ig Foo . Carey st 
Hicatns, Joux, Pauntley, Glos, ‘bourer June 20 at 12.30 
Off Ree, Station rd, Gloucester : 
| Moossr, Tom = ae pon Hull, Grocer June 
23 at 11 ini ouse In. 
| Hyxpnam, Tuomas Anravur, West Hendon, Stockbroker's 
June 22 at 12 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple av 
| aacsnee WitiiaM se ‘Clayton, Lancs, Lronmonge 


June 24 at 2.30 Byrom st, Manchester 
| Jonus, CHaRLEs, Swansea, ag = + June 2% at 12 Of 
Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
| Ex1AHo0, Jounrn, Manchester, Shi Ship; of vote Goods 
n 
June 24 at 3 yrom st c nohestor | 1s apt 


| a ALFRED Joie, London Wall u, 


Cary st 
| hasews Pavur ‘on: , Glam, Furniture Dealer June 
136 st, Merthyr Tydtil 
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Teason, J 
10.30 
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Pet Ju 
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Caxxos, T 
don I 


ast °F 9 
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Court 
COLWELL, 


Cross, FRE 
Pet No 
Davis, J! 
Pet Ju 
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March 
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Newca 
Huuit, 1 
Pet Je 
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L July 2 
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Burton op 


n sq 


 Styring 


8 st 


tury circus 


June 2 


e 5 at 12 
ter June 
ine 23 at 
h Sales 
st 

June ® 
22 at 12 


) 


Commis- 
» South- 


June 
t 104 
enetian 
y bldgs, 
June 
i 12.30 
June 
roker's 
e av 
nonger 
2 Of 
Goods 
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June 











‘Wacuors, Wiutaam Ricnarp, ccaitte rd, Notting hill, 
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Maxrsy, yuumex, FREDERICK, Sutton in Ashfield, Notts, Miner 
~ June 22 at 12 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notting- 
ham 


Puce, Tuomas J, Streatham pl, Priston hill June 23 at 
11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 
PARKER, FREDERICK, Barnsley, Tailor June 22 at 10.15 
Off Rec. 7. , Regent st, Barnsley 


Reep, Wittram Joun Rosert, Junction rd June 22 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

goort, SIDNEY, Wolverhampton, Fishmonger 
li Off Kec, Wolverhampton 

fused, Saver, Spalding, Lines, Licensed Victualler June 
9 at 11.45 ‘Law Courts, Peterborough 

gars, Tuomas Epwarp, Lilangendeirne, Carmarthen, 
Schoolmaster June 20 at 11.30 Off Ree, 4, Queen st, 
Carmarthen 

garu, WittiAm McGregor, Streatham June 22 at 12.30 
2, Railway app, London’ Bridge 

fr, Lecer, Huan, Little Horkesley, 
June 26 at. 2 Cups Hotel, Colchester 

frogk, PeTER Riper, Leeds, Stockbroker June 22 at 11 
Off Rec, Park row, Leeds 

Yexxoy, Joun, Eaton by Tarporley, Builder 
10.30 The Royal Hotel, Crewe 

WiuuaMs, Hexsry Joun, Newport, Mon, House Decorator 
_* at 11 Off Ree, Westgate chmbrs, Newport, 


June 22 at 


Essex, Journalist 


June 26 at 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Brena, Joun Hesry, Long Eaton, Derby, Clerk Derby 
Pet June8 Ord June 8 

BvcKseY, James Ricuarp, Itchen, Southampton, Com- 
mission Agent Southampton Pet June9 Ord June 9 

Caxyox, Tnomas W, Worcester Pk, ” uate Builder Croy- 

. don Pet March 24 Ord June 3 ‘ 

(gantes, Epwarp Jon, Moseley, 
Pet May 15 Ord June 10 

Cougs, Lazarus, Mile End, Waste Paper Dealer - High 
Court Pet May 7 Ord June 8 

CouweLL, ALrrED, Old Ford, Boot Manufacturer High 

urt Pet June 10 Ord June 10 

(zoss, FREDERICK, South Norwood, Horse Dealer Croydon 

Pet Nov 22 Ord June 3 


,Builder Birmingham 


Davis, James, Aavant, Hants, Plumber Portsmouth 
Pet June 6 Ord June 6 

Dowsox, Josern, Tunbridge Wells, Outfitter Tunbridge 
Wells Pet May 26 Ord June 10 


Eusor, Joun Furnzer, Captainin HMA High Comt Pet 
March 30 Ord June 6 

Fixcu, ALzeart, Masborough, York, Grocer Sheffield Pet 
May 20 Ord June 9 

Fivcam, Henry Cuarites Gerarp, Kingston upon Hull, 
— Agent Kingston upon Hull Pe; May 20 Ord 

une 9 
GanrizLD, Freperick, Redditch, Worcester, Boot Dealer 
irmingham Pet June8 Ord June 8 

Gwsox, James, jun, Newburn, Northumberland, Builder 
Newcastle on Tyne Ord June 8 

Hiuwit, Bernarp, Wimbledon, Tailor Kings 
Pet Jan 8 Ord Jan 8 ara Saree 

Heatuertey, Arruvr, Hazelbeach, Neyland, 
Pembroke Dock Pet June8 Ord June 8 

Hiuoiws, StepuEy, East Finchley High Court Pet June 

. 10 Ord June id 

Hoocar, Freperick Tuomas, paotien, Licensed Victualler 
Leicester Pet June9 Ord J une § 

Hust, Frank, Wantage, Berks, Butcher 
June 9 Ord June 9 


James, WiLL1AM, Brightlingsea, Essex, Builder Colchester 


Pembroke 


Oxford Pet 


Pet May 14 Ord June6 

Keyxepy, Tuomas, Leeds, Draper Leeds Pet April 22 
Ord June 5 

Kexyox, Epwanv, Ramsclough, Oswaldtwistle, Lancs, 


Licensed Victualler Blackburn Pet June 8 Ord June 8 

Mrosox, CuaArtes Dearpey, Ancoats, Manchester, Baker 
Manchester Pet June8 Ord June 9 

Norris, Jonsy Wittiam, Stalybridge, Refreshment House 
Keeper Ashton under Lyne Pet June9 Ord June 9 

Oxtry, Tuomas, jun, Gt Harwood, Lancs, Powerloom 
Overlooker Burnley PetJune6é Ord June 6 

Reep, Wittiam Joun Roser, Junction rad High Court 
Pet June 9 Ord June 9 

Ruxs, Joux, Cymmer, Porth, Glam Pontypridd Pet June8 
Ord June 8 

Ricuanps, W F, Pentair, Plumbrr Manchester Pet 
April 29 Ord June 1 

Russet, ALrrzep Cow 4 Walsall, Brown Saddle Manu- 
facturer Walsall Pet April 23 Ord June 9 

Scorr, Sipxexr, Wolverhampton, Fishmonger Wolver- 
hampton Pet June9 Ord June 9 

Strru, James Raw.inson, Barrow in Furness, Stockbroker 
Barrow in Furness Pet April 20 Ord June 10 

Bruoxps, Roperr MacGricor re Norfolk, Carter 
Norwich Pet June9 Ord June 


mist High Court Pet May 13 Ord June 8 
Watus, Samvet Tuomas, Wadhurst, Sussex, Bricklayer 
bridge Wells Pet ‘May 11 Ord June 9 

Westtanp, ALEXANDER Jonn, Albert Bridge rd Wands- 
worth Pet May12 Ord June 8 

Wuuiaus, Cxanves, Swindon, Contractor 
May5 Ord June 9 

Bearevc oROFT, EvizabeTn, Oldham, Baker Oldham Pet 
June 9 Ord June 9 


Amended notice substituted for that published i in the 
London Gazette of May 22: 
Hownnis, Joseru, Banbur . ome, Coal Merchant Ban- 
bury Pet April 30 Ont’ Ma 
Amended notice te for that sment in 
the London Gazette for May 26 


Ramoxps, Joux Wicuiam, Earl Shilton Leloatter Shoe 
Rivetter Leicester Pet May 23 Ord May 23 


Swindon Pet 





| Harvey, Haney, Oxford, Bookseller Oxford Pet June 11 
0. 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Rosinson, Jesse Lez, Horncastle, Lincs, Draper Lincoln 
Adjud Dec 17, 1902 Annul May 18, 1903 


London Gazette.—Tuszspay, June 16. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Bexny, Frepertc Vickers, Belgrave, Leicest 3 issicn 
Agent Leicester Pet June 12 Ord June 1 

Biasky, Marks, Nottingham, ee “Dealer's Agent 
Nottingham Pet June 13 ‘Ord Juni 

Borromiey, WiLL1AM, Blackburn Blackbur Pet June 13 
Ord June 13 

Brammace, Joun Tuomas, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer 
Leicester Pet June1l Ord June 11 

st, Fn Coal 





Browy, Toomas Weymourn, Archibald 
Merchant High Court Pet June 11 Ord 

CampBELL, JAMES "WALLACE, Eastbourne, 
Eastbourne Pet June12 Ord June 12 

Cuarke, FrepericK, Manea, Isle of a pain, Labourer 
Cambridge Pet June 12 Ord June 

Cooper, Bex amin, Sheffield, Canal Cuvier Sheffield Pet 
June 12 Ord June 12 

Day, Cuartes Epwarp Gerorce, Cowden, aa, Builder 
Tunbridge Wells Pet Jane'l2 Ord June 1 

Day, Freper:ck, Bradford, Milk Dealer Bradford Pet 
June 11 Ord June 1t 

Dozson, Epwarp Rosert, Leicester, ees Victualler 
Leicester Pet June ll Ord June 1 

Dyke, ALbert, Tongwynlais, Glam, | Victualler 
Pontypridd Petd Juneillt Ord June 11 

Geist, Howarp Haywarp, Bradford on Avon, Wilts, 
Dairyman Bath Pet June3 Ord June 13 

Harris, Caarces, Camberwell New rd, Builder High 
Court Pet Junei2 Ord June 12 

Harris, Joun Amprose, Ashley a, Bristol, Builder 
Bristol Pet June 11 Ord June 1 

Hart, Avcernon T, Muswell Hill High Court Pet May 
26 Ord June 12 


Fishmonger 


June il 
Hust, Hervert Epwis, Sparkhill, Worcester, Commission 
Agent Birmingham Pet June ll Ord June 11 
Hunter, Witttam Cuarves, Bayswater High Court Pet 
April 28 Ord June 12 


Kirk, pSaseen, ¥ , Weybridge Kingston, Surrey Pet June 11 
0 


June | 

Law er, Micwakt, joomedl, Schoolmaster Liverpool 
Pet Junell Ord Ji 

Leavers, ArTaur Cu oo, West Bridgford, Notts, Com- 
mission Agent Nottingham PetJune13 Ord June13 

Lerrcn, Matcotm Norman, West Ealing Brentford Pet 
June 10 Ord June 10 

Levy, Wittram CHARLES one, Chiswick High Cour 
Pet May 12 Ord June 1 

Luioyp, WiLiiam Payne, Tiereford, Builder Hereford Pet 
Junel2 Ord June 12 

Lupton, Davip, Leeds, Cab Proprietor Leeds 
11 Ord June 11 

Martix, Peter NiIcHo.soy, a2 Ont on Tees, Yorks 
Stockton on Tees Pet June12 Ord June 12 

Masox, Epwarp, Upper Kennington lo, Carman High 
Court Pet June 12 Ord June 12 

Marrers, Joun Henry, Watford, Grocer’s Assistant St 
Albans Pet June9 Ord June 9 

Mippueton, Rosest, } sears ger ep heen a, , Colliery Haulier 
Pontypridd Pet Junelz Ord Jun 

Noxes, Apert, Chelmsford, hme ‘Gihetes Pet 
June 11 Ord June 11 

Pater, Tuomas Josera MILLs, em, Solicitor Nor- 
wich Pet Junell Ord June 

Peck, Rosert, Chesterfield, Builder. Chesterfield Pet May 
22 Ord June 11 

Powe t, Ricnarp Bartram, Finsbury Park, Builder High 
Court Pet June 11 Ord June 11 

Prircuarp, Davin CHaries, Bryn Gwyn, Lianrug, Car- 
— Shopkeeper Bangor Pet June 11 Ord 
une 

Scrurton, Toomas Jonny, + Victualler Wandsworth 

4 Pet June 12 Ord June 1 

Sirs, Josern, Willesden ‘Green, Printer High Court Pet 
June15 Ord June 1 

Sournon, ALFRED Waanis Edenbridge, pueier Tun- 
bridge Wells Pet June 4 Ord June 1 

Tomuryson, WittiaAmM Heyry Welepere. ‘Ripley, Derby, 
Innkeeper Derby Pet June 12 Ord June 

Tucker, Samve., _— Builder Plymouth abet June 

11 Ord June 1 

Wuircompe, asta Foro, K 
High Court P, Pet June 12 O 

Whitt, Tuomas Atrrep, West Croydon, Family Grocer 

High Court Pet June3 Ord June 1 

Wirners, Sertimvs, Gt tee pa Gt Grimsby 

Pet June 11 Ord June 11 

Zrauiey, Artuvur, Chardstock, Devon, Miller Exeter 

Pet June 10 Ord June 10 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 12: 


Levy, Siox, Sale, Cheshire Manchester Pet May 20 Ord 
0 


June I 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Brammace, Joun Tomas, iqeate. Boot Manufacturer 

June 24 at 12 Off Reo, 1 Berridge. st, Leicester 

Brenp, Eowarpv Garorar, Lianishen, Glam, ted June 
24at11 Off Rec, 117, ot Mary a st, 

Brovvis, ALBERT, Birkenheand, Gene General i _Furnisher 

June 24 at 12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liv 

Brown, Tuomas Weymovtn, ibald st, Bow, Coal Mer- 
chant June 30 at 1 Bankruptcy ‘bldge, Ma at 

Camppett, James WALLACE, 

une 30 at 2 Mesers. Coles & Sons, onslde | i East- 


Pet June 


om fees a Brighton, Actor 





Crank, Joun Joseen, Birmingham, Shell Fish Dealez 
June 24at 11 174, Corporation st, Birmingham 

CowExt, Acrrep, Old Ford, Boot. Manufacturer J une 30 
at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Day, Freverick, Bradford, Milk Dealer June 25 at 8 
Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Doszsox, Epwarp Rosert, Leicester, Licensed Victualler 
June 26 at 12 Off Ree, 1, Berridge st, Leieester 

Epwarps, CuarLes W11114M, Sharpness, ‘Glos, Coal Factor 
June %Hat12 Off Rec, Station rd, Glouceste’ 

Friycuam, Henry Cuartes Gerarp, Kingston al Hull, 
ae Agent June 24 at 11 of Ree, [rinity House In, 

wl 


Gipsoy, James, jun, Newburn, Nevthambechand, Builder 
— 24 at 11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 
e 
Sesmtaam, Wic.1am, Peterborough, Boot Dealer June 26 
at 11.50 The Law Courts, Peterborough 
Harris, Joux Awmprose, Ashley Down, Bristol, Builder 
Hy FF 24 at 11.30 Off Rec in Bankruptcy, 26, Baldwin 
st, Brist 
Harrison, hi aies: Oldham, Soap Manufacturer June 
30 at lt Off Rec, Greaves st, 0 
Heatueertey, Arruve, Neyland, Pembreke July 3 at 
‘Temperance Hall, Pembroke Dock 
Hogear, Freperick Tomas, Leicester, Licensed Vic- 
tualler June 2iat3 Off “hee, 1, Berridge st. Leicester 
Hv si Wan , Berks, Butcher June 24 at 3.30 
St Aldate’s, Ox’ ord 
PML. 3, som Oxford, Draper June 24at3 1, St Aldate’s, 
Oxf 


ne, Grocer 


Keppiz, Leonard Kyicut, Newcastle on 
ewcastle on 


June 24 at12 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, 
Tyne 

Law ier, Micwae., Li Schoolmaster June 24 at 
2.30 Off Rec, 35, Victoria im, Liverpool 

Leircu, Maxcoum Normay, West Ealing June 24 at 11 30 
Room 8, Temple chmbrs. Temple av 

Luptoy, Dav 1p, Leeds, Cab Proprietor iene 24 at 11 Off 
Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Mecsox, Caanies Dearpey, Ancoats, Manchester, Baker 
June 28 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Mittarp, Jouw Warter Manze, Brockley, Commercial 
Traveller June 24 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London 


Bridge 
Mosman” Martruew, South a Noithumberland, 
uilder — 26 at 11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, New- 
castle on 


Noxes, ALBERT, Chelmsford, Butcher July 1 at 12 Shire- 
hail, Chelmsford 


Norzis, Joux Wu. LAM, Stalybridge, Refreshment House 
Keeper June 24 at 2.15 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Peck, Rosert, Chesterfield, Builder July 25at2.30 Angel 
Hotel, Chesterfield 

Powe, Ricuarp Bartram, Fonthill rd, Finsbury Park, 
Builder June 29 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Rees, Joux, Cymmer, rah, Glam June 24 at 12 135, 
High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Sims, Joserpn, Willesden green, Printer 
Bankruptcy bldgs, st 


cy Carey 

Surruer, SAwvet Cuarces, Reading, Saddler July 2 at 12 
Queen’s Hotel, 

SymonDs, Roserr. MacGricor, Bintry, Norfolk, Carter 
June 27 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Tucker, Samver, Plymouth, Builder July 6 at 11 6, 
Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 

Vocet, Avors Louis, Maida Vale, Hotel Manager June 24 
at3 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

Waker, Ricuarv Casrie, Mirfield, Yorks, Cloth Finisher 
June 24at 11 Off Kec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, 
Dewsbury 

Warp, Joun or Deosas apenteten, Ope Dealer June 24 at 
3.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchest: 

Warren, Epwarp Harry, Liscard, Cpele Agent June 24 
at2 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Wurtcomsr, Hervert Forp, Kemp Town, Brighton, Actor 


June 24 at 11 


June 25 at 11 Carey st 
Wuire, Tuomas ALrrep, Game, Grocer June 24 at 12 
Bankruptcy bidge, Carey st 


Wo srencrort, Exizapetu, Oldham, Baker June 30 at 12 
ff Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 
Woop, Font, Caton, nr Bolsover, Collier June 25 at 2 
Angel Hotel, 

Woops, Jouy or Luton, Bedford, Straw Hat 
Manufacturer June 25 at 11 Court house, Luton 
Guumes, ——_. Chardstock, Devon, Miller July 1 at 

10.30 @ Bee, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
Lendon Gazette of June 12: 
Buackuur, Frepericx, Lanchester, Durham, Painter 
June 22 at 12 - Oif Rec, 55, Jehn st, Sunderland 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


Ay mate we Tome, and Percy Arruve foam, Kilburn High 
Pet Aprili8 Ord June 11 
"n Vickers, Belgrave, Leicester, 
pose Fee Vcr : oe Ord June 12 
BEeLineFANTE, VICTOR Geiser Savile row, Tailor High 
Pet May Ord 


RP ap , Tuomas, Le 
icester Pet June 11 Ord June 11 

ag re Oe he PT 
tor € arm ar 

ON erchant High 





bourne 





Brows, Taowas Wrynoutn, Bow, Coal M 
Court Pet June 11 Ord June 11 
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Burt, E, Brighton Brighton Ord June 11 

Catvert, Epwix, and Hersert Scaves, Calverley, 
Joiners Bradford Pet April 30 Ord June 12 

Camppett, James Wattace, Eastbourne, Fishmonger 
Eastbourne Pet June 12 Ord June 12 

Carpyatt, CHartes Arravr, Thavies inn, Mant 
Agent High Court Pet May 28 Ord June 

Criarkek, Freperick, Manea, Isle of Ely, Cambs, La 
Cambridge Pet June i2 Ord June 12 

Conex, Lavrexce, Redcliffe gdns, Kensington, Journalist 
High Court Pet April7 Ord June 11 

Coorer, Bens ants, Sheffield, Canal Carrier Sheffield Pet 
June 12 Ord June 12 

Danvicer, Davip D’Arcy, New Broad st, Merchant High 
Court Pet Oct 22 Ord June 9 

Davis, Ricnarp J, 8t James, Solicitor Wandsworth Pet 


Yorks, 





ifacturers’ 


bourer 


Feb9 Ord June 11 

Day, Frepericx, Bradford, Milk Dealer Bradford Pet 
June ll Ord June ll 

Dossox, Epwarp Konert, Leicester, Licensed Victualler 


Ord June 11 
Glam, Licensed Victualler 
Ord June 11 


Leicester Pet June 11 
Dyke, AvsEert, Tongwynilais, 
Pontypridd Pet June 11 


Easter, WiitiaM Hersert, West Norwood, Surrey High 
Court Pet May 21 Ord June 12 
Gaist, Howarv Hayrwanp, Bradford on Avon, Wilts, 


mn Bath Pet June13 Ord June 13 
Grover, eee sur Herverrt, Pontypridd, Glam, Solicitor 


Pontypridd Pet May2 Ord June 13 

Harper, Atceryos Hittox, Margravine gdns, West 
Kensington, Accoun‘ant, High Court Pet May 16 
Ord June 13 

Harris, Cuarirs, Camberwell New rd, Builder High 
Court Pet June 12 Ord June 12 

Hanes, Jonx Amprost, Ashley Down, Bristol, Builder 


Bristol Rec June1l Ord June 11 
Heceery, Percy Ciarence, Southwark st, Potat 
High Court Pet May 13 Ord June 13 


) Salesman 


Lawter, Micrart, Liverpool, Schoolmaster Liverpool 
Pet June 11 Ord June 12 
Leavers, Artutr Cvetis, West Bridgford, Notts. Com- 


mission Agent 
Lerrcu, Marcotu Normay, West Ealing Brentford Pet 
June 10 Ord June 10 


Lurtox, Davip, Leeds, Cab Proprietor Leeds Pet June 
11 Ord June 11 
Marts, Peter Nicnoisox, Thornaby on Tees Stockton 


on Tees Pet June i2 Ord June 12 
Matters, Jonxy Hexry, Watford, Herts, Grocer’s Assistant 
bans Pet June S. Ord June 9 
Mipptetos, Rozert Ystradyfodwg, Glam, Colliery 
Haulier Pontypridd Pet June12 Ord June 12 
Moreax, Jous, Bermondsey st, Dairyman High Court 
Pet April 23 Ord June 10 
NiGHTIxGA.t, Rozert, Worcester Park, Surrey 


Steeplechase 
Jockey Croydon Pet June 9 


Ord June 11 





















| moderate salary. 


SOLICITOR (advanced in years), with a | 


Nottingham Pet June 13 ‘Ord June 13 | 


LAW PARTNERSHIPS & SUCCESSIONS. 
For Vacancies in Town and Country, or for Introductions 
to Gentlemen requiring abov e, apply to 
3. HARCOURT SMITH, 
Partnership Agent and Law Cosis Draftsman, 

7, GRAY’S INN PLACE, W.C. 

Late or 63, Cuancery Lave. 
N.B.—MORTGAGE SECURITIES WANTED. 


\ ESSRS. INDERMAUR & THWAITES 
A Editors of the ‘“‘ Law Students’ Journal,”’ &c., &c.) 
22, Chancery-lane, London, W.C., continue to read with 
Students, both in Class and Priv. ately and through the Post, 
for the Solicitors’ Final and Intermediate Examinations 
and for the Bar Final. Particulars personally or by letter. 

Nore.—Pupils have the use of a set of rooms and the 
library at 2 22, Chancery-lane, for study during the day. 

June Honours, 1902.—The John Mackrell Prizeman was a 
class pupil. p 


\ B. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 
i 








to PREPARE for the SOLICITORS’ FINAL and | 


INTERMEDIATE EXAMIN ATIONS; payment by result. 
—Particulars on application, personally or by letter, at 93, 
Chancery Lane, W. 


N ENGLISH BARRISTER, now in one 
a of our Colonies, anxious to return home, is willing to 
Part with his considerable Practice for any reasonable offer ; 
ors passing Colonial bar eligible-—CotostaL, care of 
“‘ Solicitors’ Journal” Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 











SOLICITOR (31, wunadmitted) desires 
kKJ Managing or other Clerkship; experienced in Con- 
veyancing, Chancery, and Common Law ; town or country ; 


-A , 26, Granville-road, Stroud Green, N. 





A small but high-class Practice, Desires the Assistance 
of a Young Solicitor, well acquainted with the Chancery 
Offices; he would be at liberty to practise on his own 
account, and arrangements might be made for an ultimate 
succession.—Apply, by letter, with full particulars, to M. A., 
care of Mr. Perry, 10, Stapie-inn, Holborn. 


T° ARTICLED CLERKS.—Mr. William 

Jun. (Honoursman and Prizeman), Prepares 
Candidates for the Solicitors’ Final and Intermediate 
Examinations by Post; payment partially dependent on 
success,—For further particulars and terms apply 23, School- 
hill, Lewes, Sussex. 


FIRM of Auctioneers of old standing, 


having suburban and City office, would like to hea ar 





Gates, 











from a Young Gentleman able to Introduce Business; 

remuneration by commission on results.—Box 3635, Sell’s, 
| 167, Fleet-street, E.C. 

CITY FIRM of Auctioneers of old stand- 


i their ¢ 
| ness ae 


Noxes, Atzeret, Chelmsford, Butcher Chelmsford Pet 
June il Ord June 11 

Peck, Roseer, Chesterfield, Builder Chesterficld Pet May | 
22 Ord June 11 2 

Powerit, Ricwarp Batrzam, Finsbury Park, Builder High | 
Court Pet June ll Ord June 11 

Peirenarp, Davip Cares, Bryn Gwyn, Lianrug, 
Carnarvon, Sasser Bangor Pet Junell Ori Junell 


Suitaer, Samcver Cuarves, Reading, Saddler Reading Pet 
May 23 Ord June 8 


Srogr, Peter Rirptxy, Leeds, Stock Broker Leeds Pet 
May 13 Ord June 10 
Wituasu Hes, Ripley, Derby, Innkeeper 


TomuLtssox, 
Derby Pet June 12 Ord June 12 

Tvcker. Sauvet, Plymouth, Builder Plymouth Pet June 
11 Ord June 11 

Wann, Wiiuan Has Le, Craven st, 
Printer High Court Pet March 11 Ord May 39 

Wuitcoxse, Henzz Forp, Kemp Town, Brighton, 
Actor High Court Pet June 12 Ord June 12 — 

WIrHess, Sepriuvs, Great Grimsby, Fruiterer 

Pet June ll Ord June 11 

Woops, Joux Cuariezs, Luton, Straw Hat 
Luton Pet June 10° Ord June 13 

Zeatrey, Anture, Chardstock, Devon, Baker 
June1O Ord June 12 


EDC AS Strand, Col 
=, 
Great 
Manufacturer 


Exeter 








Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Soricrrors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 


requested that application be made direct to | 


the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 


IN ADVANCE: Soricirors’ JournaL and 
Werxty Rerorrer, in Wrapper, 
1902-3). Soxicrrors’ 
JOUBBAL only, 262. 6d.; Country, 28s. 6d. ; 
Foreign, 31s. Wesxty REporrer, 
Wrapper, 268. 6d. ; 


28s. 6d. 


538., 


post-free (53 Nos. 


in 


Country or Foreign, 


Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 28, 9d. ; half 
law calf, 5a, 6d. 


ing, having also suburban offices, are open to Share 
mmission = h representative on all genuine busi- 
idress, in contidence, Box 3636, Sell’s, 





Fleet-street, E.C. 


N INCOME of £337 per annum to be 
ie Sold, paying 5} per cent., on sound security of First 
Mortgag e on important valuable Property in best part of 
West-end.— Particulars to principals, of Messrs. TABERNACLE 
& Sox , 15 Hart-street, Bloomsbury, W.C. 


M22. AME AUBERT’S GOVERNESS and 
SCHOOL AGENCY pede 1880), 139, 
W.—Resident, Daily, and Visiting Gover- 
Professors and ‘Teachers, Répétitrices, 











tegent-street, 


ne Lady 





| Chaperons, Companions, Lady Housekeepers (English and 


Pet | 


Foreign) introduced for British Isles and Abroad ; Schools 
and Educational Homes recommended. 


pgACKWARD CHILDREN. —A Lady, 


specially qualified, and with long practical experience 
of teaching and training backward children and those of 
feeble mental capacity, has started (near Edinburgh) a 
small Private Boarding School, and will be glad to confer 





| with Parents or Guardians of children requiring special 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 





care and tuition. Vacancies for Three Pupils. Special 
method for ag imperfect articulation and speech. 
Highest medical references. Prospectus. — Miss H., 
** Solicitors’ Journal,” 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


AW.— GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 


payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the following 





inti: | writing charges :— 
Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID | g charg 


s. d. 
Abstracts Copied oe «. © 8 per sheet. 
Briefs and Draft« eas .» 2 3 per 20 folios. 
Deeds Round Hand . © 2 per folio. 
Deeds Abstracted ~ . 2 O per sheet, 
Full © = -. © 2 per folio. 
PAPER.- Foolscap, 1d. “per sheet; Draft, 4d. ditto; 


Parchraent, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 
KERR & LAREAM, 38, Chichester-rents, Chancery- 
ne, se 





( *APITALIST. — Concession Monopoly.— 

/ General Merchandize, Export, Import; Cattle Trade 
and Fish. Gentlemen Required, with Capital, for 8 ndicate. 
—H. Y., “ Solicitors’ Joursal,” 27, Chancery-lane, 


19 /6. —Partial Board-Residence ; highly 
recommended ; — room, single 
also «iD, Bei excellent cuisine.—8, W Westhourne-square, 





By de k, W, 





1 





ORTGAGE SECURITIES, Freehold, 
Required for large funds at Low Rates of Interest 


also several sums of £2,000 and £5,000 available for Pa 


Property in London (not weeklies). — Owners req 
Advances are invited to communicate with Messrs, H, ing 


Foster & CranFix£_p, Surveyors, 6, Poultry, London, E.0, 


O TRUSTEES and INVESTORS.— 
EALING. — Valuable Freehold Ground-rents of 

£67 10s., in one or more parcels, secured nine villa houses, 
letting agreement £350 per annum, likely for conversion 
into shops, adjacent main road; price only 26} years.— 
Particulars, RAVENSHEAR & Massy, 49, Broadway, Dee 


GQ OLICETORS, Mortgagees, Trustees, a 

Owners generally of Freehold or Leasehold Properties 
for Sale in Town or Country can find an immediate pur. 
chaser by sending full particulars to ReTmreEp, 43, Pyrland- 
road, London, N. Condition. as to repair immaterial, 
Being actual purchaser, no commission required. 


UITES of OFFICES to bé Let; splendidly 

arranged ; electric light, lift, strong-rooms, and abso- 

lutely quiet position ; rents from’ £40 per annum.—Aj h 
1. Jackson, Resident Manager, Clement’s-inn (next 


Courts), wc. 
£5 aye) to £25,000, or Upwards.—Loans 
») on permanent mortgage can be immediately 
arranged on good Freehold or Lease’ shold Securities, Rever- 
sions, Absolute Life Interests, or other eligible Securities, 
Weeklies not entertained. Not trust funds. — A 
Wituram P. Neat, Esq., Solicitor, Pinner’s Hall, 
Winchester-street, London, E.C. 


NHARING CROSS HOSPITAL 
MEDICAL SCHOOL. 

The ‘Livingstone Scholarship 100 guineas , 
Scholarship (55 guineas), and six other Entran 
ships (total value £550), are awarded annually. 

Two Scholarships of the value of 72 guineas each ar 
reserved for Students of Oxford, Cambridge, and London 
Universities. ir. 

THE SCHOOL PROSPECTUS, containing full in- 
formation concerning the classes, prizes, and all 

other ements connected with the Medical 
School, will be sent on application to the DBa¥, 
Chandos-street, Strand, W.C 

HERBERT F. WATERHOUSE, Dean, 


THEATRES. 


APOLLO. 

THIS EVENING, at 8.0, THE GIRL FROM KAY’: 
Mesdames Kate Cutler, Lottie Venne, Letty Lind, E. Snyder, 
D. Beresford, K. ‘Ashmead, Hilda 5 ffreys, Cecil Enge Theart, 
and Millie Legarde ; Messrs, W. Louis Bradfic ld, % Fitz 
gerald, E.W. Garden, W. Cheeseman, F’. Emney, E. Lambart, 
and Willie Edouin. 

















t he Huxley 
e Scholar. 








COMEDY. 

THIS DAY, at 2.80and 8.30, MONSIEUR BEAUCAIRE. 
Messrs. Lewis Waller, Edward Ferris, Frank Dyall, Charles 
Goodhart, W. Gayer Mackay, Harvey Long, Charles Allan, 
8. B. Brereton, Arthur Lewis, Thomas ga ; Mesdames 


Grace Lane, Constance Walton, Florence Sinclair, Minnie 
Griffen. 
ALY’S 

THIS EVENING, -at 8, A COUNTRY GIRL: Messrs. 
C. Hayden Coffin, Rutland Barrington, F, Kaye, W. Warde, 
A. May, C. Dixon, Stamper, Ford, Vigay, and “Huntley 
Wright ; Mesdames Ethel Irving, O. Morrell, O, Barry, 
T. Sinden, Edwardine, H. Coral, Hirst, Morton, Le Hay, De 
Lacey, and Evie Greene. 

DUKE OF YORK’S. 

THIS EVENING, at 8.30, THE ADMIRABLE 

CRICHTON: Miss Irene Vanbrugh, Mesdames Sybil 


Carlisle, Fanny Coleman, Pattie prove, Muriel Beaumont, 
Margaret Fraser; Mr. H. B. Irvin; . Messrs. Hong Kemble, 
Gerald du Maurier, Clarence Blakiston, J. C. Buckstone, 
Compton Coutts, Carter Pickford. 


DRURY LANE THEATRE ROYAL. 

THIS DAY, at 2 and 8.15, DANTE: Henry Irving, 
Messrs. W. Mollison, H. B. Stanford, F. Tyars, G. Law- 
rence, J. Hearn, C. Dodsworth, J. Robertshaw, N. 
Soe, w. an 34 Farren, jun., V. Stermnord, 5 
Archer ; Nora Lancaster, Lilian , 
Laura bot a Ada Mellon, and Lena Ashwell. 


GAIETY. 

THIS EVENING, at 7.50, THE TOREADOR and THE 
LINKMAN: Messrs. Fred Wright, jun., George Grossmith, 
jun., R. Nainby, Grattan, Clayton, Hatherton, @ 
and Edmund Payne; Mesdames Violet Lloyd, H. Jacobsen, 
A. Augarde, Connie Ediss, G. Millar, R. Lytton, West, 
Saqui, May, Mason, and Ethel Sydney. 


HAYMARKET. 

THIS DAY, at 2.30 and 8.30, THE M.I.’s. At3and9, 
THE CLANDESTINE MARRIAGE: Messrs ’ Cyril Maude, 
A. Aynesworth, E. Lewis, L. Rignold, C. M. Hailard, A. E. 
Matthews; Misses Beatrice Ferrar, Jessie Bateman, ° 
Hope, Carlotta Zerbini, and My. Charles Calvert. 

NEW THEATRE, St. Martin’s-lanc 

THIS DAY, at 2.30 and 830, THE LIGHT THAT 
FAILED : Mr, Forbes Robertson ; Messrs. 8. Valentine, 
C. A. Smith, H. Dansey, E. Macdonald, L. Quartermaine. 
F. Bickley &. Vernon, A. Harrold, E. Cosham, (. Grahaw; 
Mmes, N. Boucicault, M. Halstan, M. Griffin, A. de Burgh, 
M. Caldwell, and Miss Gertrude Elliott. 


SHAFTESBURY. 
THIS EVENING, at 8, IN DAHOMEY: Bert A 
Williams, Geo. W. Walker, Lottie Williams, A! 
Mitchell, Aida Overton Walker, Hattie McIntosh, and 
ured company, 








THE P 





